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THE TICHBORNE CASE affords a curious comment 
upon the fact that a Jury Act was passed last Session 
which was supposed to remedy all the defects of the 
existing system. That the most important case which 
has come on for trial for many years past, after a day 
had been appointed for its trial for some months before- 
hand, should be postponed for a day and a half, and be 
within an ace of being postponed sine die, for want of a 
jury to try it, would be a scandal at any time, but is es- 
pecially so when the whole jury system is supposed to 
have deen recently revised and set in order. 

The fact is,as we have often pointed out, that the 
remedy has not been applied in the proper place. It is 
the system of summoning jurors that requires revision. 
In the Tichborne case it seems that, on the panel being 
gone through, it appeared that only eleven jurymen out 
of the twenty-four on the panel could have been expected 
to attend, and could have been fined for non-attendance. 
We are not sure that if attention had been drawn to the 
provisions of last year’s Act, requiring six day’s actual 
notice to each juryman before he would be liable to pay 
any penalty for non-attendance, even so many would really 
have been found liable. In fact, as is not at all uncom- 
mon, there was at least one dead man on the panel. 
However that may be, it is, of course, absurd that not 
even a full jury should be bound to attend. That some 
of those bound to come will be sure to fail, must be 
evident to everyone, and therefore twenty-four would be 
an utterly insufficient number to have on the list, unless 
some trouble had been taken to ascertain that the whole 
number are really liable and reasonably likely to come. 

We know nothing of the facts as to the Tichborne case 
except what appeared in the newspapers. Probably there 
was a special panel, struck, in the old fashioned manner, 
by the parties to the cause. Indeed, it seems no one’s 
business to ascertain whether a juror summoned is dead 
or not, and to issue an additional summons ir such a 
case. The truth is that the whole system as regards 
details is faulty. It is worse than useless to pass enact- 
ments that no one shall be liable to serve till every one 
else has served, or without at least six days’ notice,—un- 
less some practical means are provided for distinguishing 

those who really are liable to serve on any particular 
occasion from those who are not, : 

We wish to make no imputations on the particular 
Officers by whom these duties are now performed. In- 
deed we have every reason to believe that they continue 
to carry out, as far as it is possible to do so, the system 
to which they have always been accustomed and in which 
no practical change has yet been made by authority. 
Some one, however, ought to be held responsible, not of 
course for the attendance of a full jury, which may fail 
from the fault of the individuals, but at least for this, 
that more than a sufficient number of individuals to 
move 9 full jury shall be liable to fine if they do not 
attend. 


effectually in this question we may make a suggestion 
which we think isa practical one. Why should not a 
Middlesex Juror’s Registration Association be started, to 
attend to the revision of the jury lists in the same manner 
that political societies attend to the registration of voters, 
If this were done there can be no doubt that numerous 
persons who now escape altogether would have to take 
their turn, and we should think that there would be no 
difficulty in raising amongst those who suffer under the 
present system a sufficient subscription to cover the 
expense. Such an association might also reasonably ex- 
pect some support from the legal profession, which as a 
body highly values the system of trial by jury, and is also 
conscious of the annoyance and injussice which under it 
is now occasionally inflicted on individuals, 





MUCH SURPRISE, if not something stronger than 
surprise, has been aroused by the course which the Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas has taken with respect to 
admission to his Court during the trial of the case of 
Titchborne v. Lushington. The facts appear to be 
these. Thecase is one which excites a good deal of public 
interest, and would be likely to attract many listeners. 
The Chief Justice, anticipating this, has issued orders to 
thedoor-keepersof thecourt, that with the ex -eption of those 
actually engaged in the cause, and a: many barristers as 
can find room in one of the benches in the court (some 
ten ordozen perhaps), no person is to be admitted except 
the bearers of pink tickets, and blue tickets, and we 
know not what other sorts of tickets, issued by himself 
or his clerk. This rule has been carried out, and the 
public, including the bar, have been shut oat of the court, 
the space being reserved for the ticket holders. 

This is not only a startling novelty ; it seems tous to be 
a precedent so dangerous, that we feel bound to call 
attention to it. It is perfectly clear law that our courts 
of justice can only sit in public. The Court of Common 
Pleas has no more power to exclude the public from its 
sittings than it has to transfer its sittings to York. And 
this is a right of the public not of the parties only, and 
therefore the consent of the parties could not alter the 
case. So jealously indeed has this constitutional prin- 
ciple been guarded that when it was proposed a few 
years ago,on grounds of public morality, to give the 
Divorce Court the power of excluding tae public from 
its sittings, the proposal was strongly ovposed in the 
House of Lords and altogether rejected by the House of 
Commons, On the other hand every judge has the 
amplest powers of controlling the conduct of business 
in his court and making such arrangements as are neces- 
sary for keeping order. He may assign such parts of the 
court as he thinks fit to the jury, the bar, the attorneys, 
and the public. He may punish or expel any person who 
misconducts himself in court, or expel the whole aadi- 
ence if there is any general misbehaviour. He may pre- 
vent overcrowding, and for this purpose control ingress 
into the court. He may, very probably, be at liberty to 
impose any forms he pleases before admission, provided 
the broad principle of publicity be adhered to, the prin- 
ciple that, whatever be the form of admission, all pro- 
perly conducted persons alike, without favour or prefer- 
ence, are entitled, as of right, to be admitted, so far as 
there is room for them. What a jadge has not a right 
to do, and what no judge has ever thought of doing be- 
fore, is to select his own audience, Yet this is what a 
judge does who admits only by tickets of his own issuing. 
No one could imagine that in the hands of Sir William 
Bovill the practice of selection would ever be used for 
any improper purpose. But constitutional principles 
are maintained not because a departure from them would 
generally lead to harm, but because it might do so 
in some exceptional case. Unscrupulous people have 
existed in England in times past, and might exist again. 
Moreover there might well be cases in which with tue 
best intentions .this practice of selection might lead te 
grave injustice. In a case exciting much popular 
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influential and those on the other poor and friendless, ad- 
mission by ticket would necessarily fill the court with the 
friends and sympathisers of one side,and exclude those of 
the other ; and nothing could be more unjust than that. 

The Chief Justice has excluded not only the general 
public from his court, but the bar also. This is, we be- 
lieve, the first time that any judge has ever placed the 
slightest restriction upon the presence of the bar in his 
court ; and we hope no judge will ever follow so bad an 
example. It is a singularly ungracious thing when a 
judge seems in any degree to forget the rock from which 
he was hewn, and cast any slight upon the profession 
through which he rose to the bench. But we would 
speak of something more serious than a good taste. It 
is of great public concern that the bar should attend all 
courts of justice freely, and in as large numbers as possible; 
and it is so fortwo reasons. First, the presence of the bar 
is one of the greatest safeguards for the due administra- 
tion of justice ; it strengthens the hands of the judge 
who does right; it unconsciously controls the judge 
who is tempted either to arrogance or weakness. 

econdly, it is of extreme importance that the younger 
members of the bar should learn their work thoroughly 
and in the best school, which they can only do by setting 
before themselves the example of the ablest judges and 
the ablest advocates in those cases which test the capa- 
bilities of both, to the utmost extent. This can searely be 
attained if, during the most instructive trials, the bar are 
excluded from the court to make room for well-dressed 
ladies who have been favoured with pink tickets and 
blue tickets by the presiding judge. 





A FEW WEEKS ago the Times printed a paragraph on 
pending appeals, in which occurred the phrase—“ the 
number of 18 from the county courts.” Thereupon a 
county court judge wrote complaining that such an ob- 
servation was calculated to convey an unjust impression 
against the County Courts, seeing that these 18 appeals 
were from the decisions of 60 judges, while the Lord 
Chancellor and Lord Justices’ had pending before them 
no less than 46 appeals from the four Chancery Judges 
of first instance. The topic then dropped for a while, so 
far as the public prints are concerned. It has, however, 
been resuscitated again. 

Not very long ago, an ex-county court judge devoted 
@ portion of a pamphlet to an expatiation on the superior 
manner in which judicial work is got through in the 
county courte, laying particular stress on the small 
number of appeals. If the mere phrase “ the large num- 
ber of 18 appeals from county courts ” was calculated to 
convey too unfavourable an impression of county courts 
decisions, the bare contrast of the number of county court 
appeals with that of the Chancery appeals errson the 
other side, It must be remembered that only one case in 
80, or thereabouts, of those entered in county courts 
(cases above £20) is appealable unless by the special 
lezve of the judge whose decision is challenged. It 
should be born in mind also that suitors in the superior 
courts are a much wealthier class, more especially in the 
equity courte,and can indulge in the luxury of pro- 
tracted litigation; while, generally speaking, a dis- 
= county court suitor will put up with the first 





THE Times last week contained a somewhat plaintive 
letter from Hull, signed ‘‘ Country Solicitors,” in which 
the writers complain of the closing of the Chancery and 
Lunacy offices for “ Trinity Vacation,” to “ the great loss 
and inconvenience ” of various parties therein mentioned. 
The writers ask, with considerable force, why the Chan- 
cery Offices should be closed while the common law and 
Bankruptcy offices remain open, and somewhat naively 
add “ why do the Chancery officers (either 10-to-4 or 11- 
to-3 men) require holydays any more than barristers or 
attorneys?” The answer to this is obvious—You can- 
not expect any workman paid by time to be as careless of 
holydays as one who is paid by the job. 





But upon the main question—if the facts were as 
stated—we think that the country solicitors would have 
serious ground of complaint : but the facts are not quite 
so. True, the Chancery cffices have technically “ closed 
for the vacation,” that is they are not closed, but only 
open to the more limited extent which the slackened 
business would seem to warrant. In fact none of the 
Chancery offices (excpt the Accountant-General’s office) 
are closed during this vacation, : hough the Taxing-masters’ 
offices and the Vice-Chancelloxs’ chambers are each re- 
presented by one of their number only. 

Without attempting to determine whether the natural 
amount of vacation at the Accountant-General’s office is 
or not excessive, it is at least obvious that some intervals 
of business there, more frequent than at the other offices, 
are requisite, since during much of the time when that 
office is closed it is still necessary that the clerks, &c., 
should be in attendance to perfect the books, so that, 
though “ vacation” as against the outer world, it is full 
working time as to the officials themselves. But why the 
Taxing-masters should enjoy more leisure than the other 
officials is not co clear. The advantage obtained by the 
Chief Clerks seems to depend on the idea—savouring, 
alas! only too much of the nature of a fiction—that they 
do not act independently of the Vice-Chancellors, and 
therefore when the Judge rises for the vacution all his 
chambers are closed and all the business is transacted at 
the chambers of the Vacation Judge. As regards ‘* dis- 
cretionary ” applications this is perhaps allowable, as at 
least recognising the theory of chamber business, but as 
regards applications purely administrative—and they are: 
numerous—we see no reason why any difference should 
exist in the practices which prevail at chancery and com- 
mon law or between the Vice-Chancellors’ chambers and 
the Registrars’ offices. But all that seems to us to be 
required might easily be done by a simple general order, 
without any such sweeping Act as is proposed by the 
country solicitors. 





THE Mayor’s Count is utterly irrepressible. After 
being smitten by successive decisions of the Court of 
Exchequer, the Exchequer Chamber, and the House of 
Lords—in which judges and lords alike concurred in pro- 
nouncing, not only that its pretended foreign garnishee 
jurisdiction had no existence, but that it was too ridicu- 
lous and unjust to be possible—the Mayor’s Court goes 
on attempting to enforce this jurisdiction precisely as 
before. Not content with this,an endeavour is made, 
under cover of a private bill, to smuggle through Parlia- 
ment a bill conferring on the Court (in an aggravated 
form) this ridiculous pretended jurisdiction. Being 
detected and exposed, the bill is promptly knocked on 
the head, its sponsors vieing with each other in dis- 
claiming any knowledge of its purport. And still the 
Mayor’s Court goes on asserting this jurisdiction which 
it has not, and making orders which it has no more right 
to make than a county court judge has a right to enjoin 
the Lord Chancellor against sitting in Lincoln’s Inn. 





FOREIGN BANKRUPTOY. 


Some cases relating to foreign judgments have recently 
been noticed in this Journal (ante pp. 5-7); the recent 
case of Ellis v. M'Henry (19 W. RB. 503), relates to the 
analogous subject of foreign bankruptcy. In both cases 
the question is as to the effect to be given in one 
country, to an exercise of sovereign power by another ; 
and it would be reasonable to suppose, that, in each case 
the test for ascertaining whether the foreign act 
bound the person against whom it was relied on, 
would be similar. A question may arise with respect 
to the bankrupt himself, whether he was s0 
related to the foreign state as to give jurisdiction over 
him. But the question more frequently arises, as it did 
here, with respect to the creditors, the proceedings in 
bankruptcy being admitted to have been properly com- 
menced and carried on ; but the question being, whether 
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the creditor is bound here by the discharge given to the 
bankrupt by the foreign law. The question then is, 
in what cases is a creditor so bound? And, in the case 
now under consideration, the following propositions are 
laid down as established by previous cases, First, every 
debt or liability arising in any country may be discharged 
by the laws of that country, so as to make the discharge 
effectual everywhere. Secondly, a debt or liability cannot 
be discharged by the laws of a country where it did not 
arise. This is stated to be true as a “ general proposition ” ; 
but it is afterwards noticed that nice distinctions may 
arise, where, though a contract is made in one country, it 
is to be performed or take effect in another ; or is made 
under circumstances which show that it was intended 
to be subject to some law other than that of the place in 
which it is made. The first proposition is in accordance 
with the principle locus regit actum. Every contract 
must be regulated in its condition, incidents, and con- 
sequences by some law, and that law is assumed to be the 
law of the place where it is made. And this rule, 
that the contract is subject to the law of the 
place, is to be taken in a general sense, and 
as applying to the contract, not only laws then existing 
there, but also such laws as may afterwards be made. 
This branch of the subject corresponds to that part of 
the law relating to foreign judgments, which turns upon 
involuntary subjection to the tribunal pronouncing them. 
The legal character and consequences of the act are de- 
termined by the law of the place where it is done, al- 
though the choosing todo it there may be the act of the 
parties. The second proposition is only the converse of 
the first. If the contract is wholly regulated by the law 
of the country where it does arise, it is not regulated by 
the law of the country where it does not arise. The 
qualification which is added, refers to a voluntary sub- 
jection to the foreign law. A contract being a voluntary 
thing, the parties may make what terms they please, The 
law of the place of the contract is assumed to be the law 
intended to govern it ; but if the place of performance or 
any other circumstance show that it is intended to be 
subject to another law that intention governs. Thia 
relates directly to the making of the contract, and only 
by consequence to its discharge ; but another form of 
voluntary subjection to the foreign law relates directly 
to the discharge of it, and occurs where the creditor 
consents to take those advantages, which the foreign law 
couples with thedischarge. “If” says Bayley, J., speaking 
of a Scotch bankruptcy, pleaded in answer to an English 
debt, ‘‘ the plaintiff had asked to have the benefit of the 
Scotch law, and to receive a share of the defendants pro- 
perty, there might have been ground for saying that 
he had consented to become bound by the law, and by 
the judgment of the Scotch court ;” and the other learned 
judges say the same (Phillips v, Allan, 8, B. C. 477.) 
But the proposition under which the present case was 
actually decided, wasathird one; that “ when the dis- 
charge is caused by the Legislature or laws of a country 
which has a paramount jurisdiction over another country 
in which the debt or liability arose, or by the Legislature 
or law which govern the tribunal in which the question is 
to be decided, such a discharge may be effectual in both 
countries in the one case, or in proceedings before the 
tribunal in the other case.” The debt being here a 
Canadian one, and the bankruptcy (or rather the arrange- 
ment deed) being an English one, the case did not fall 
within the first proposition, but did prima facie fall 
within the second; so that the defence would have 
failed if it had rested on those two alone; but the 
only part of the third proposition which was n 
for the decision of the case is the latter part, which is also 
the most indisputable. If the Legislature governing the 
tribunal which is appealed to, says that a certain proceed- 
ing shall be a discharge of adebt, the tribunal hasnooption 
but to give effect to it. Now, there was in this case no- 
thing whatever to prevent the operation of the discharge 
in the English courts, for the statute speaks of all creditors 
without distinction, and the debt could unquestionably 








have been proved under the deed. This was the reasoning 
adopted in Sidaway v. Hay, 3 B. & C. 12 with, respect 
to the statute of the Imperial Legislature relating to the 
Scotch bankruptcy therein question, to show that the 
discharge intended by it was not limited to Scotland 
or Scotch debts. For this part therefore of the present 
case, it was unnecessary to go further, or to decide that 
the English Bankruptcy would have been a defence in 
Canada ; nor do the cases cited to prove that position, 
and to establish what is called in the judgment the 
“paramount effect of Imperial legislation,” appear to 
support the proposition in its relation to the present 
case. They are all cases in which the Courts obeyed the 
unmistakable intention of an Act of Parliament, passed 
by the Legislature to which they were subject, one of 
them even (Philpott v. Reed, 1 B. & B. 294) being decided 
upon express words of the Imperial statute, extending to 
Great Britain the effect of the discharge in Newfound- 
land. One case, which seems opposed to the view (Ross v. 
M‘Leod), is very unsatisfactorily and inconclusively 
distinguished; and another (Lewis v. Owen 4 
B & Ald. 654), is distinguished in a manner, 
not favourable to the soundmtéss of the present decision. 
For there an Irish certificate was held not to bar an 
English debt sued for in England ; and the case is dis- 
tinguiehed on the ground that the discharge was under 
an Irish statute made before the Union, and inoperative 
in England. Now for the same reason for which the 
Irish certificate did not discharge in the English Courts 
before the Union, an English certificate would not have 
discharged in Ireland. But the position of Canada now, 
endowed with a separate Legislature, is the same as that 
of Ireland was before the Union ; English statutes though 
passed by the Imperial Legislature do not bind in 
Canada any more than Uanadian statutes, though duly 
ratified here, bind the English courts. How then could 
a Canadian certificate bind English subjects, or how can 
an English certificate bind Canadian subjects ? 

But if, as has been already said, it was unnecessary to 
consider this point for the purpose of showing that the 
plaintiff could not sue in the English Courts upon the 
debt in question, was it necessary for any purpose in the 
case to decide it? The doubt arises with respect to 
the second action, which was upon a judgment recovered 
in Canada, in an action in which the English deed had 
not been pleaded. The Court held (in conformity with 
now established rules) that, however good the defence, 
yet as it was not pleaded in the Canadian court, it 
could not now be taken advantage of, no fraud being 
imputed. But if we suppose that the defence would 
not have been a good one in Canada, so that the defen- 
dant had no opportunity, that is no profitable opportunity, 
of pleading it, would the Courts here have enforced a 
judgment recovered abroad, on a claim which was dis- 
charged here but was not discharged there, and to which 
therefore no defence could there be made? Cessante 
ratione cessat lex; as the defendant could not have 
raised the defence before, it would seem he ought to be 
allowed to raise it now. In this view then, (though the 
judgment does not present the matter in this way) it 
may have been necessary to decide whether the English 
deed was available as a defence in Canada; but, con- 
sidering that this view was not presented, and that for 
the other part of the case the decision was unnecessary, 
and considering the state of the authorities, it may 
perhaps be well not to rely too much on the present case 
as any authority upon the first part of the third proposi- 
tion stated in it. 





Sir J. H. Ramsay.—By the death of Sir George Ramsay, of 
Banff House, Perthshire, the baronetcy has devolved on his 
eldest son, now Sir James Henry Ramsay, barrister-at-law, of 
the Northern Circuit. The new baronet was born in 1832, aud 
was educated at Christ Church, Oxford; he was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1863, and has been a member of the 
Northern Circuit. He married on the 24th July, 1861, B. M. 
Charlotte, eldest daughter of William Scott Kerr, Rsq., of 
Chatto and Sunlaws, Roxburghshire. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


COMMON LAW. 
STAMPS—TRANSFER OF SHARES. 
Freeman vy. Commissioners of Inland Revenue, Ex., 
19 W. R. 591. 

This case, though decided under the now repealed Act 
oi 55 Geo. 3, c. 184, will probably be found to be equally 
applicable under the new Stamp Act. Shares in nine 
companies were included in a residuary bequest to four 
persons, two of whom were executors. The residuary 
legatees, after the executors had been registered as 
owners of the shares under section 18 of the Companies 
Clauses Act, executed a deed, by which they divided the 
shares among themselves in such a way that each one 
took shares in each of eight companies, the shares in the 
ninth company being all appropriated to one only of the 
number. The Crown claimed thirty-three thirty shilling 
stamps under 55 Geo. 3,c. 184. The executors denied 
that they were bound to pay more than one stamp of 
thirty shillings, and rested their contention on the ground 
that the whole thing was“one transaction, being only a 
deed for dividing amongst them that to which they were 
already entitled ; and that, therefore, they were within 
the authority of many cases, in which, notwithstanding 
the express words of 12 Ann. st. 2,c. 24,8. 9, only one 
stamp had been charged upon instruments containing 
many distinct matters, all tending to effect one common 
object. They contended, further, upon the authority of 

Wills v. Bridge (4 Ex. 193), that at any rate, no more 
than four stamps could be demanded, one in respect of 
the whole several interest created in each party to the 
deed, though made up out of the interests in the shares 
allotted to him of the other three added to his own, 
This last view was the one adopted by the Court, who 
adjudged four stamps to be necessary. The claim of the 
Crown was based upon a narrow and harsh literal read- 
ing of the schedule to the Act of Geo. 3; but, on the 
o‘her hand, it cannot be denied that none of the autho- 
rities cited by the executors quite supported their claim 
to pay no more than one stamp, all the cases they relied 
on relating to a consolidation of several interests in one 
person, or a union of several acts for’ a common pur- 
pose, not to the creation of several distinct interests out 
of a previous joint interest. Rushbrook vy. Hood (17 L. J. 
C. P. 58) is the nearest ; for certainly, the interests of 
the purchaser and the mortgagee must be said to have 
been distinct ; it cannot be fairly said that they had a 
common object, for the object of a purchaser is to obtain 
the land, the object of a mortgagee is to obtain a good 
and secure investment for his money. That case is not 
satisfactory, and the present decision must, we think, be 
considered more in accordance with principle. 

With respect to the bye-point raised in the case, 
whether, namely, a deed comprising a transfer of shares 
in several companies is one under which each company 
can be compelled to register the transferee under sec- 
tions 14 and 15 of the Companies Clauses Act, 1845, it 
is better perhaps to say nothing. It is certain that 
Copeland v. North Eastern Railway Company (6 E. & B. 
277) is no authority against the right of the transferree 
to cail upon the company to register him upon such a 
deed ; indirectly, it is rather in his favour. The pre- 
sent case adds nothing to the authority either way. 








Mr. John W. Sparrow, solicitor, of Norwich, has been nomin- 
ated solicitor to the Conservative Registration Society of that 
city. 

The Attorney-Generalship of the island of Anti in the 
West Indies, has become vacant by the death of Mr. R. W. 
Mara, who was a member of the Irish Bar. The appointment 
is worth £400 per annum, but in consequence of the approach- 
ing federation of the Leeward Islands, the separate office for 
Antigua is not likely to be filled up, as under the new constitu- 
tion, there will be only one Attorney-General for the whole 


group of islands, instead of, as now, a separate law officer for 
Antigua, St. Christopher, Nevis. &c. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
MASTER OF THE ROLL. 
May 8.—Stamer v. Wright. 

Trustecs— Liberty to bid at auction sale—Restrictive conditions. 

E. C. Batten asked that the trustees of a settled estate, 
situate in Wales, might have leave to bid at the sale by auc- 
tion, on May 9, of a freehold property, which there was 
evidence to shew would form an extremely desirable addi- 
tion to the estate, as it was completely surrounded by it ; 
he added, that the conditions of sale could not be produced 
in chambers for approval, as they would not be published 
until the morning of the day of sale. é 

Lord Rommty, M.R.—I cannot give you leave to bid 
unless the conditions of sale are produced and approved. 
The conditions may be such as to bind you to take an 
estate with no title at all, as conditions often do at the pre- 
sent day. You may buy the estate on your own respon- 
sibility, and come to me to sanction the purchase as a 
proper investment afterwards, if you like, but I cannot 
give you leave to bid now. 


May 6.— Walker v. Beauclerk. 
Petition— Costs of parties served but who have no interest. 


The petition in this case raised a question as to the costs 
of parties served with the petition and appearing by counsel, 
although having no interest in the question at issue. . 

Lord Romy, M.R., observed that the old practice 
of the Court had been to allow their costs to all parties 
served with the petition who should choose to appear at the 
proceedings. When Lord St. Leonards became Lord Chan- 
cellor, he determined to alter the practice as far as regards 
parties not interested in the matter in dispute; and for 
some time subsequent to his appointment, such parties were 
always refused their costs of appearance. The incon- 
veniences of the new rule were considerable, and some 
months ago the Vice-Chancellor Malins, departing from the 
practice introduced by Lord St. Leonards, returned to the 
old rule. The case then came before the present Lord 
Chancellor, by whose decision it was determined that tke 
petitioner shall offer to all such parties served by him as he 
believes to have no interest in the subject of the petition, a 
sum of 40s., to enable them to be advised as to their in- 
terest.* Lord Romilly, M.R., intended to follow that 
practice, and as the required offer had not been made by 
this petitioner, he must give all the parties who had ap- 
peared their costs. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 
(Before Lusu, J.) 
May 5.—The Brecon Election Petition. 
Particulars. 

This was an application by the respondent, that the peti- 
tioners should, to the particulars already given under a 
judge’s order, add’ the names of persons who had bribed and 
treated. 

Montagu Williams for the respondent. 

Le Marchant, for the petitioners, opposec on the ground 
of the lateness of the application, and of the special circum- 
stances of the case, under the authority of Beal v. Smith, 4 
L. R. C. P. 145. 

Lusu, J., however, amended the original order, in 
accordance with the more recent procedure of the Election 
Judges, 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
WESTMINSTER. 
(In Banco, Easter Term, before Bovrun, C.J., and Keattna, 
Sarra, and Brert, J.J.) 
May 6.—Magar v. Cannot, Williams, Garnishee. 
The Mayor’s Court Again. 

This case, in which a rule nisi had been obtained, was a 
rule for a prohibition to the Lord Mayor's Court to prohibit 
that court from proceeding to attack the goods of the defen- 
dant’s garnishee, which were at his wharf in Southwark, as 
being out of the limits and jurisdiction of the city. 

Kemp showed cause against the rule, and contended that. 





* Wood v. Boucher, 19 W. R. 234. 
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the Lord Mayor’s Courthad jurisdiction, because the garnishee 
had a counting-house within the limits of the city. 

Webster appeared in support of the rule. 

Bovitt, C.J., said there was clear ground for making the 
rule absolute. None of the goods sought to be attached 
were within the jurisdiction of the Lord Mayor’s Court. 
It was essential to the jurisdiction of all inferior Courts. 
that the goods sought to be attached should be within their 
jurisdiction. 

The other learned judges weré of the same opinion, 

Brett, J., observing that the admission of the learned 
counsel that the Lord Mayor’s Court claimed jurisdiction in 
Liverpool, and even in Australia, need only be considered to 
réduce the claim of the Lord Mayor's Court to such a juris- 
diction to an absurdity. 

Rule absolute for a prohibition, with costs. 





BAIL COURT. 
(In Banco, before BuackuuRN, J.) 
May 8.—Reg. v. Shuttleworth. 
Costs of bankruptcy prosecution, 

Aspinall, Q.C., showed cause against a rule nisi, calling 
on Mr. Shuttleworth to tax the costs of the prosecutors, 
trustees in bankruptcy, incurred in the prosecution under 
the Bankruptcy Act, instituted by order of the county court 

udge, Mr. Serjeant Wheeler, of a person named Cherry. 

e only ground alleged in opposition to the rule was that 
there had been an arrangement of some ten years’ standing 
between the Treasury and the Corporation of Liverpool that 
all prosecutions should be conducted by the Corporation 
through the town clerk, and that the prosecutors might have 
prosecuted through the town clerk instead of through his 
own attorneys. 

Herschell appeared to support the rule. 

Biacksury, J., said this arbitrary arrangement was no 
answer, and the rule would be absolute. 





THE BRECON ELECTION 
Brecon. 
(Before Lusx, J.,) 
May, 8.—Watkins et. al. v. Holford. 

This was the second petition in respect of the same 
election. Mr. Gwynne Holford the successful candidate, 
was charged in the present petition with having, by himself 
and his agents, corruptly provided an entertainment for the 
electors after the election. 

Ballantine, Serjt., and the Hon. Chandos Leigh, for the 
petitioners, said that Mr. Holford was a gentleman of posi- 
tion and honour, and had the good fortune to have for his 
mother a lady of great wealth and influence, and who was 
undoubtedly a great politician. She issued circulars to 

ons who had voted for Mr. Holford, inviting them to 
uckland (where Mr. Gwynne Holford resided with her) and 
stating that a special train from Brecon to Talybout would 
be provided for their convenience. Invitations were issued 
to 370 or 380 persons, and the dinner was presided over by 
two vicars from the adjoining parishes. Beer and spirits 
were provided ad libitum, and two barrels of sherry were 
broached, 

Mr. Gwynne Holford, who was examined, said he was 
present at the entertainment. There were about 500 
persons present. [t was a dinner given to friends and sup- 
porters and neighbours. None were invited who had voted 
— him that he knew of. He believed Mrs. Gwynne 
: — paid for the special train. Hoe paid for one of the 

ents. 

Mrs. Gwynne Holford, examined, admitted that she can- 
vassed on her son’s behalf to the best of her power, but she 
was not accompanied by her secretary but by her maid. 
She originated the breakfast or dinner at Buckland, which 
had no relation whatever to the canvassing, and was in- 
tended as a rejoicing at her son's success and at the failare 
of the petition on the 14th, 

Giffard, Q.C., and Montagu Williams, for the respondent, 
contended that the whole case rested on whether this enter- 
bo re was corruptly given, and submitted that it was 
not. 

Lusu, J., decided that the dinner given by Mrs. Holford 
was no corrupt treating within the meaning of the Act, and 
that it was given with innocent motives to celebrate the 
victory which the sitting member had gained. He should, 
— certify to the Speaker that Mr. Holford was duly 

ected, 


PETITION. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russex, Q.C., Judge.) 
Re J. G. Vaniohe. 
Bankruptey—Payment made by debtor to parties other than 
than the trustee—Contempt. 

Mr. Chorlton, on behalf the trustee in this bankruptcy, 
applied for an order to commit the bankrupt to prison for 
contempt of court. He said that on the 2nd February an 
order was made by Mr. Registrar Kay, directing the bank- 
rupt to pay to the trustee the sum of £175, which he had 
received since his adjudication ; on the 13th March the whole 
matter was again gone into, and the Registrar confirmed the 
order which he had previously made for the payment of the 
money to the trustee. Notice of a was given, but it 
had not been proceeded with, and the order of the Registrar 
had not been obeyed. 

Mr. J. Leigh, for the bankrupt, said that after the adju- 
dication the bankrupt entered into the service of a Mr. 
Rusden, but, in consequence of certain rumours which were 
afloat in connection with the bankruptcy, Mr. Rusden wished 
to terminate the engagement, and he gave the bankrupt 
£175 to cancel the contract’ Before the application in 
question, was made to the Registrar, the bankrupt paid this 
money to various people. He was unable to obey the 
Registrar's order, and he had not the money to prosecute 
the appeal of which notice had been given. 

Mr. Chorlton said the money was received by the bankrupt 
within a week of the application being made, and he paid 
£130 of it for six months rent in advance of a house in 
Broughton. 

Mr. Russet said he could not commit the bankrupt for 
not doing that which he was not able to do. He was not, 
however, at all prepared to say that he might not deal with 
him as he was asked to do, supposing he was of opinion that 
before the 2nd February the bankrupt, knowing his liability, 
had dealt with the money for the purpose of defeating the 
claim of the trustee. 

Mr. Chorlton said it could not be denied that the bankrupt 
had notice of his own bankruptcy. He had no right to 
pledge the money, which did not legally belong to him, for 
any purpose whatever. 

Mr. Russett—I have no doubt that this is money to which 
the trustee is entitled, but that is not the question which i 
am asked to decide to-day. 

Mr. Chorlton—Then how are we to get the money ? 

Mr. Russet said he could not make the law. He was 
not aware of any case in which a man was committed for 
contempt of court for not doing that which he had not the 
ability to do. If the bankrupt had paid away the money 
not knowing at the time that the trustee had a valid claim 
upon him, and not intending to defeat the claim of the 
trustee, he could not be held to be guilty of contempt.of 
court. 

Re Thomas Broadbent. 

Mr. Storer applied that this bankrupt should becom- 
mitted for contempt of court, because he had failed to obe 
an order of the Registrar to pay to the trustee £1 9s. Sd. 
which he had received from a debtor since his bankruptcy. 

The bankrupt said he had paid the money to his accountant 
for filing his accounts. 

Mr. Russeti—In this case I can make an order to pay 
within a certain time. 

Mr. Storer—That order has been twice made by the Regis- 
trar. We ask that he may be committed for contempt. He 
has not made the least effort to pay the money. 

Mr. RusskExt ordered the bankoent to be committed for 
seven days. 








CALL TO THE Ban.—INNER TEMPLE, May 8.—Cuddalore 
Puttah Lutchmeepathy Naidoo, Esq. 

Mr. Henry Foxton Pain, solicitor, of York-chambers, Adelphi, 
and residing at Lady Margaret-road, Highgate, committed sui- 
cide on the 2nd May, by cutting his throat while suffering from 
temporary insanity. Mr, Pain, who was in his forty-fourth 
year, was certificated in 1850. 

The registrarship of the Newtown County Court, in Mont- 
agg eon has become vacant in sequence of the death of 

Ir. Geo Woosnam, solicitor. Mr. John Jenkins, solicitor, 
of Llanidloes, in the same county, has been tem ily appointed 
to act as registrar. The Newtown County Court is in circuit 





No. 28, of which Mr. A, J. Johnes is judge. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Hvex Lioyp Roserrs, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed by the Poor Law Board (under the provisions of 
31 & 32 Vict. c. 122) to be auditor of the Metropolitan 
Audit District, constituted by an order of the said board, 
dated 27th April, 1871. Mr. Roberts was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in November, 1866, and has been a 
member of the North Wales and Chester Circuit. 


Mr. Cuanies Ewens Deacon, solicitor, of Southampton, 
has been appointed deputy town clerk of that om: Mr, 
Deacon was admitted in 1825, and for many years filled the 
office of town clerk of Southampton ; but in consequence of 
failing health, he, last year, resigned the office, when his 
eee, Mr. R. S. Pearce, was appointed to succeed him. 

aving, after a short interval of relaxation, recovered his 
health and strength, Mr. Deacon has now returned to his 
former duties,j but;in the position of deputy town clerk, to 
which he has been nominated by his junior partner. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CouNSEL’s CLERK’S FEEs. 

Sir,—By direction to Common Law taxing-masters, of 
Hilary Term, 1853, counsel’s clerk’s fees are fixed as under 

On Counsel’s fee 

Under 5 guineas 

Five and under ten... 

Ten and under seenie-- 

Twenty and under thirty 

Thirty and under fifty... a i 

Fifty and upwards...per cent... he 210 0 
I have frequently tbe briefs marked, say 25, or 15 

eas. Some counsel’s clerks thereupon have objected to 
Seir fees bein id according to the above scale. They 
put it that “ all but shabby people pay the clerk 5 per cent. 
on counsel’s fee.” Now I know that some barrister’s clerks 
charge according to the scale—and it seems to me that as 
the scale exists, it should be adhered to. Solicitors have 
plenty to pay out of their own pockets without adding any- 
thing to their burdens—and I imagine the taxing-masters 
would only allow fees on the scale. 

Will any of your readers more experienced than myself 
favour the profession with their opinions ? INQUIRER. 





HOSSoO® 
— 

COnSoMd a” 
COOCM,, 





Lorp Justice GIFFARD v. THE FuLL Court oF APPEAL.— 
Brett's Case. 


Sir,—In Brett’s case, the Full Court of Appeal have ex- 
pressed very strongly their disapproval of the decision of 
Giffard, L.J., in Re Accidental and Marine Insurance Com- 
pany (18 W. R. 717, L. R. 5 Ch. 428). This expression of 
opinion is valuable as an authoritative exposition of the 
law in a ible contingency, but was, believe, un- 
necessary for the decision of the case before the Court on 
the facts as reported. The actual decision in Brett’s case 
was inevitable, and I submit that the late Lord Justice him- 
self would have considered it a clear case, and endorsed 
without hesitation the decree, however much he might have 
disagreed with the dicta, Lord Justice Giffard’s decision is 
this—‘‘If you say that no past member shall be liable 
to contribute to the assets of the company to an 
amount more than sufficient to answer the past debts, you 
arrive clearly at what was pointed out by the Act.” That is 
to say, in the words of the Lord Chancellor, (19 W. R. 
689) “ That if past debts for which past members were liable, 
existed to the amount of £3,000, and eighteen shillings 
in the pound had been paid up by the existing shareholders, 
there would be a right to call upon the past members to pay 
up the whole £3,000, and not merely the balance of two 

illings in the pound on the £3,000. In other words, that 
past members must bear the company harmless in respect 
of debts to which they are liable to contribute, and cannot 
be permitted to diminish the fund available for the payment 
of debts to which they are not liable to par ng by 


crediting themselves with payments made out of such funds. 
Supposing this to be so, how does it affect Brett's liability ? 
True, if Brett had let the shareholders in class A. pay up 
fifteen shillings in the pound all round, and had then tried to 
escape further liability by paying the balance of five shil- 
lings in the pound, the case would have been brought with- 
in the decision of Lord Justice Giffard, because Brett would 








not then have satisfied the debts in respect of which he was 
liable ; they would, it is true, have been paid in full, but 
chiefly at the expense of creditors of class A. It does not, 
however, necessarily follow that because B. may not pay 
his debts at the be: quad of A., and therefore of A.’s credi- 
tors, hemay not make any composition with his own creditors 
that they may choose to accept, provided he does not call 
upon A. to assist him. Brett having settled with his own 
creditors entirely at his own expense, the official liquidator, 
to get him settled on the list of contributories, must have 
made out—not only that he was liable to make good to his 
creditors all they demanded, up to twenty shillings in the 
pound, without crediting hi with payments made out 
out of a fund available to meet other liabilities—but also that 
the fact of the winding up precluded him from making any 
arrangement whatever with his creditors, that is tc say that 
a man is precluded from compounding for debts in respect 
of which he is liable, because other le owe debts in re- 
spect of which he is not liable. I submit that the judgment 


| of Lord Justice Giffard sanetions no such proposition. It is 


to be observed that he takes the Act to mean ‘‘ that no past 
member shall be liable to contribute more than sufficient to 
answer the past debts,” not “ more than sufficient to pay in 
fall the past debts,” and surely when a debt has been com- 
pounded for and the composition paid, it is completely an- 
swered for. The limit there laid down by Lord Justice Giffard 
I take to be as many shillings in the pound as the creditors of 
class B, are willing to accept. 

The mode in which the assets are to be distributed is a 
separate question, the collection and distribution of assets 
are two distinct processes, on the mode of effecting the latter 
process the Act is silent, except in section 133, which is of 
doubtful application, whereas the amount of liability is 
made the subject of express enactment, therefore tho 
the amount of liability may determine the mode of dis- 
tribution, the mode of distribution cannot be made to con- 
trol the liability, the liability being determined, the mode of 
distribution must be in accordance therewith and not vice 
versa, On the whole, then, I submit that the judgment of 
Lord Justice Giffard was no authority for the application of 
the official liquidator in Brett’s case. 

May 10. R. C. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 5.—The Cownty Justices’ Qualification Amendment 
Bill—The Lord Chancellor, in moving the second reading, 
explained that this was a measure by which it was proposed to 
remove the disqualification under which solicitors laboured 
with regard to acting as justices of the . It contained, 
he added, a provision disqualifying them from being ap- 
pointed justices in the place where they were engaged in 
the transaction of their business.—Lord Chelmsford ex- 
pressed his approval of the bill and his surprise at the intro- 
duction of pes a measure having been so long postponed.— 
The bill was read a second time. 


May 8.—The University Tests Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 


The Ecclesiastical Dilapidations Bill passed through com- 
mittee with verbal amendments 

May 9.—Workshop Regulation Act (1867) -Amendment 
Biil.—The Earl of Airlie moved the second reading of this 
bill, explaining that its object was to exempt Jewish em- 

loyers and children from the penalties imposed on Sunday 

bour, on condition that the workshop was closed on Satur- 
day until sunset. The exemption would,not extend to shops. 
—The bill was read a second time. 

May 11.—The Sequestration Bill—The Bishop of Win- 
chester moved the second reading. This bill the same 
object as the bill which passed this House last session, but 
which reached the other House at too late a period to admit 
of its becoming law. Its scope, he regretted to say, was 
more limited, but it steered clear of one or two difficulties 
which attended its predecessor. It provided that, in the 
event of any clergyman bving involved in debt, the amount, 
necessary for the spiritual wants of the parish should be a 
first charge on the income of the benefice, taking precedence 
of the claims of the creditors. This would in the case of 
small livings have the same effect as the bill of last session, 
which proposed to void the living under such circumstances, 
so as to restrain creditors from rashly trusting the clergy- 
man, and to make it their interest to 6 & private 
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arrangement with him, instead of taking proceedings. 
Thsy would know that the incomes of small livings would 
be required for the discharge of the duties, and that, if they 
encouraged a clergyman to run into debt, there was nothing 
they could trust to for payment. In larger benefices the 
effect would be partially the same, and as an instalment he 
believed the operation of the bill would be almost as great 
as that of the former one. He had now the support of 
Lord Cairns who objected to a great part of the former bill, 
and, though a similar bill was before the House of Commons, 
it was not likely to reach their lordships’ House. He, there- 
fore, saw no reason for withdrawing his own bill, being 
anxious that another session should not pass without a 
mitigation of the evils of the present state of the law. 
—Lord Cairns believed the present bill would accom- 
plish the object in view, and remedy evils which were uni- 
versally admitted, without inflicting injustice on an 
m. It was, therefore, free from the objections which 
e entertained to the measure of last session.—The bill was 
read a second time. 
The Promissory Oaths Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


May 10.—Registration and Parliamentary Voters Bill.— 
Mr. a. Brand moved the second reading. The measure 
‘was founded on the reports of two select committees and 
it aimed at ameliorating, if possible, the present unsatis- 
factory state of the law. Its framers had endeavoured to 
amake the machinery of registration more simple, to make 
the process of registration less annoying and vexatious, and 
ito reduce, if possible, the expenses of registration to candi- 
dates and to sitting members. Giving a Parliamentary 
history of the question, the hon. member stated the new 
-elements introduced by the last Reform Act and the defi- 
‘ciencies of the subsequent Registration Act. The lodger 
franchise, he said, was practically inoperative; and he 
quoted a letter from the vestry clerk of Chorlton, a town- 
ship of Manchester, stating that only two lodgers out of a 
thousand were registered. The Registration Act did not 
provide for a new class of voters, inhabitant occupiers, 
-although it was clearly intended that they should be put on 
the lists by the overseers. The existing registration law, 
‘however suited to the old franchise, was totally inadequate to 
meet present circumstances, for it was based on the s 
principle that any = voter had the right to put a voter to 
the expense and trouble of proving his right to be on the 
list. The result in Liverpool was that, out of 40,000 
names, 15,000 claims had to be separately considered by 
four revising barristers, who were pacar | three weeks in 
‘the work of revision. There were 9,000 objections, of which 
4,700 failed ; fines were imposed in at least 500 cases, and 
they would have been imposed in 1,800 other cases if the 
objections had not been withdrawn. ‘The figures proved 
that some better check upon factious objection was required, 
and the opportunities for disfranchisement were so great 
that election mts were unable to resist them. The 
omission from the overseers’ lists of so many persons en- 
titled to vote proved that the system of registration required 
thoroughly overhauling; for, if a working man had to sup- 
port a claim or to answer an objection, the securing of his 
vote involved the loss of a day’s wages. He proposed to 
remedy existing evils—as to objections, by throwing greater 
responsibility on the registration officers, and by providing 
for the official correction of the lists prior to revision ; as to 
claims in counties, by simplifying the forms and the lists; 
and in boroughs by making provision for the continuous re- 
gistration of lodgers, requiring formal notice in case of 
change of residence. It was possible to devise systems of 
pt psc theoretically more perfect than that which this 
‘bill would establish ; but he had only striven to make that 
which existed as perfect as possible. The Scotch system 
could not be adopted in this country because we had not 
peor page. valuation lists. The hon. member pro- 
ceeded to explain the provisions of the bill. The second 
clause shortened the period between the commencement of 
‘the qualification and the ascertainment of the right to vote. 
The wor! of the bill necessitated the appointment of a 
r of voters, which was provided for by the third 
clause. It was n that the lists should be in charge 
of competent and trustworthy officials, whereas hitherto in 
many cases the officers had been incompetent to 
'their duties Properly ; and hence the work had fallen into 
‘the hands of third partiese—namely, political associations. 
ported. in favour of appointing 


The committee of last year re 


paid assistant overseers as registrars for districts, if the 
appointment of such officials should become regular and com- 
pulsory ; but their a had not become general, nor 
could the Poor Law Board issue compulsory orders for their 
appointment. Again, the Petty Sessional divisions might have 
been taken as the area for registration purposes, and the 
clerks to the magistrates nominated as registrars, but the 
objection to this plan was that the clerks to the magistrates 
could not possibly have the same amount of knowledge 
with regard to occupation as the Poor Law officials. It had 
therefore been determined to select the Poor Liw Union as 
the area for registration purposes, and to make the clerk to 
the Assessment Board the registration official. In order to 
prevent that functionary from acting in a party spirit, the 
Revising Barrister would be empowered to fine him heavily 
in the event of his negleeting his duty, and the Board which 
appointed him might, if it thought fit, dismiss him without 
compensation. With respect to polling places, the bill 
allowed the magistrates to arrange for as many as they 
pleased, provided the polling districts did not overlap the 
bers ap of the unions, It re been found pa to 
establish a self-acting system of registration with regard to 
owners as well as occupiers. It had, however, been deemed 
expedient to alter that provision in the Reform Act which 
required the overseers to make out in each year a list of the 
persons entitled to vote. The list included all owners 
occupying their own frecholds, and all occupiers under the 
Chandos clause, so that in districts where the majority of 
voters belonged to these classes the lists had to be made out 
only to be erased. This might indeed be remedied to 
a certain extent by repealing the Chandos clause, but 
unfortunately such a course of procedure would have a 
disfranchising effect in certain cases. A clause had there- 
fore been inserted in the bill confining this list to persons 
who were not already on the rate books. At present there 
were five peceat rere county lists put before the Revising 
Barrister, but the bill proposed that henceforth the regis- 
tration officer should make out only three lists, which 
would be consolidated into two by the clerk of the peace. 
There would be, first, a list of all occupiers qualified 
on the 3lst of May; secondly, a correction of the 
previous list, published on the 10th of August; and, 
thirdly, a list of the claims and objections to be al- 
lowed or disallowed by the Revising Barrister. These lists 
would be consolidated by the clerk of the peace into two 
lists. By clauses 35 and 36 it was provided that where a 
borough was a municipal as well as a Parliamentary 
borough the two lists should be consolidated, although it 
had been found impossible to make them completely identi- 
cal. Ifa voter had more than one qualification, and did 
not select one of them, the Revising Barrister would be 
empowered to put him down for the ownership, and ex- 
punge the other qualifications. It was intended to retain 
the whole machinery of revision courts, as being positi 
essential to a system of registration, but it was pro 

that in future the appointment of the Revising Barrister 
should be vested in the Court of Common Pleas, which 
would probably exercise its patronage more impartially 
than a single judge. Then the Revising Barristers must be 
of seven years’ standing at the bar, instead of three, as at 
present, and they would be paid according to the amount 
of work they performed, in lieu of a fixed payment of 
200 guineas.—Mr. Pell opposed the Bill. He denied that 
the process of county registration would be greatly simpli- 
fied by the Bill, and he disputed the statement that the 
present measure was founded on the reports of the two 
Select Committees which investigated the subject of regis- 
tration. The Committee of 1870 reported that the system 
of making claims on the score of must continue, 
They were also unanimously of opinion that ungualified 
persons did come on the register with undue facility, and 
they expressed their belief that that evil would be checked, 
not by such a scheme as was embodied in this Bill, bat by 
the operation of party registration societies. The same 
committee came to the conclusion that a self-acting regis- 
tration of votes was not possible for those voters whose 
qualifications depended on property, and that it would 
not be worth while to attempt to establish a scheme which 
would deal with only one portion of the voters for a 
county—viz., the £12 occupiers, Speaking generally, 
there was nothing in the report of the Select Committee of 
last that would justify the House in passing thie Bill, 
which would neither simplify matters in way, nor 





tend to diminish the expense of registration, The changes 
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proposed by the Bill would involve great cost to the rate- 
payers, many of whom were not voters, but all of whom 
would have to bear their proportion of the cost. This was 
unjust to the minority. The important matters dealt with 
by the Bill, the number of its clauses and its repealing 
schedules, all show that it was a measure far too complex 
to be dealt with by any other than the Government, more- 
over the inconveniences of the proposed changes would be 
great, and the labours of registration societies would be 
increased by the Bill.—Mr. Read also opposed the Bill. 
If it had merely embodied the recommendations of the 
committee, he would have supported it. It was, however, 
a new Reform Bill, a subject of such magnitude that the 
Government alone should deal'with it. It sought to simplify 
that which it was impossible to simplify. It was easy for 
the £12 householder to find his way on the register ; and 
it was not supremely difficult for one having an extraordi- 
nary qualification to make his claim and prove it. The pro- 
posal to change the registrar was objectionable, because 
it was desirable to keep the administration of justice entirely 
severed from politics ; and no better court of appeal could be 
conceived than the present, because it was presided over by 
officers free from local influence. Under the Bill the whole 
work of disputing and defending claims would have to be 
done twice over ; and the Revising Barrister, who was now 
well paid for doing very little, would receive his salary 
for duing almost nothing.—Mr. Collins said no one conver- 
sant with the registration of voters would deny that a new 
Registration Bill was needed. The first principle to be in- 
sisted on was that the registration of properly-qualified voters 
should be made easy. At present the overseers were required 
to perform impossibilities ; they were required to produce on 
the Ist of August a list of all occupiers resident on the 31st of 
July ; but every one knew occupiers were constantly changing 
their abode, and, consequently, their qualification. The 
proper unit of registration should be the Union; and the 
proper registrar was the Clerk to the Union, who was 
appointed, not on account of political considerations, who 
would have the names of voters constantly before him, and 
whose misconduct would cost him his position. How could 
duplicate registration be prevented if the lists were made 
out by each separate parish? Parliament should assert, 
by reading this Bill a second time, that our registration 
laws required amendment, and he hoped the Government 
would, upon the basis of that assertion, take up the matter as 
soon as possible.—Mr. Henley said although the overseer was 
not the most desirable official, he was preferable to the clerk 
to the Union, and he objected to giving the registrar the 
power of striking off duplicate insertions on the register, 
because an occupier who was a freeholder might sell his 
freehold after the lists were completed, and if his occupation 
qualification was struck off he would have no right to vote 
unless he strained the law, and voted as a freeholder.—Mr. 
Wheelliouse said that particular measure should be in- 
troduced by the Government on their own responsibility. 
Tuese Bills involved the entire reversal of the whole 
policy of this country for years past as regarded the 
registration of voters. They would, moreover, throw a very 
large additional expense on the local rates of every county and 
borough, while they would also place the registration of voters 
in borouglis in the hands of one man—a salaried officer, the 
nominee of the Town Council or some other local body, in 
which party feeling often ran high ; an officer, too, who might 
be swayed by political bias, and who would be practically 
responsible to nobody but the revising barrister.—Mr. 
Bristowe’s experience as a revising barrister convinced him 
that under that measure the cost of county registration would 
be at least trebled. Another strong objection to the Bill was 
that it conferred on the registrars not only ministerial but 
Other judicial functions. Again, it was proposed that the 
revising barrister, who was to be appcinted in March, should 
act as 4 sort of assessor to the registrar, and afterwards sit as 
a Judge of Appeal from that very registrar's decisions. The 
daties of the registrars ought to be merely ministerial, like 
those of the present overseers, The courts of the revising 
barristers were now tribunals entircly above suspicion; and he 
4id not think it would be expedient that the revising 
barristers shou!d be appointed by the Court of Common 
Pleas, instead of by the senior Judge going circuit at the 
Summer Assizes, as at present. He should be sorry to see 
the power of appointment transferred to the Court of Common 
Pleas.—Sir C. Diike supported the Bill. The provision for 
the printing of Union lists instead of parish Jists of voters 
w economize expense. The part of the measure which 





dealt with boroughs was founded on the unanimous recom- 
mendation of the Select Committee, and some of the difficul- 
ties stated by that hon. gentleman in the present discussion 
had been carefully met by the provisions embodied in the 
Bill. He denied that under this Bill there would be any 
increase in the cost of registration. The number of lodgers 
in London was 200,000, but owing to the defects in the 
system of registration only 4,000 out of that number were 
upon the register for London, and only 5,000 for all England, 
The Bill proposed to remedy this state of things by placing 
the lodger in the same position as the househclder so far as 
registration was concerned.—Mr. Bruce said the imperfections 
in the present system were admitted, and the Bill dealt with 
those defects in an admirable manner. Many of the details 
of the measure had doubtless been successfully impugned, but 
those could be considered and put right in committee. The 
maia provisions of the Bill were excellent, being founded 
upon principles which had worked successfully in Scotland. 
Under these circumstances he was prepared on the part of the 
Government to assent to the second reading of the Bill. 
—Mr. Hardy could not vote for the second reading of the 
Bill, because it would transfer to the Clerks of the Unions— 
persons who were usually appointed for political reasons, and 
who were frequently political agents—-the duties which were 
now performed by the overseers, who were non-political 
officers. Moreover, the Bill proposed to give an appeal from 
the decision of the Clerk of the Union to the Revising 
Barrister, the very person who was to advise the Clerk of the 
Union as to the course he was to take in the matter. The 
House divided, when the second reading was carried by 151 
to 135.— Registration of Voters (No. 2) Bill.—On the motion 
of Sir C. Dilke this Bill was read a second time. 

May 5.—Union Assessment Committees.—In answer to Mr. 
Kennaway, Mr. Goschen said: It is not intended to super- 
sede by the Rating and Local Government Bill the powers 
and functions of the Union Assessment Committees. The 
only powers transferred to the Parochial Board with respect 
to the valuation lists are those now possessed by the over- 
seers as to the preparation of the lists in the first instance 
before they are submitted to the Assessment Committee for 
their approval. It may be found necessary to insert some 
words in the bill providing more clearly that the valuation 
lists shall be conclusive for the purpose of the consolidated 
rate, as they are at present for the poor and other rates. 

English Claims on the United States—Mr. Pim asked the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
mixed commission about to be appointed under the Conven- 
tion with the United States will be authorised to consider 
and adjudicate on the claims of British merchants for 
the losses sustained by them by the destruction of 
their property by citizens of the United States during 
the late civil war in America.—Lord Enfield: No con- 
vention has as yet been concluded with the United 
States, but if it is determined eventually to establish a mixed 
commission for the settlement of British and American 
claims, arising out of the civil war, due notice will be given, 
so that all parties may bring their claims furward. 

The Relief of the Poor.—Mr. W. H. Smith moved for a 
Royal Commission to enquire into the policy and admin- 
stration of the Poor Law in the metropolis. He said that 
by mistaken kindness and charity, we had demoralised the 
poor, and had permitted an evil to grow up which was 
sapping the foundations of our prosperity. He described 
under its different heads the administration of the Poor Law, 
in London, dwelling on its want of uniformity, the facili- 
tiesit gave for imposture, its cost, and the increase of pauper- 
ism which had occurred under it, For children he preferred 
the Scotch boarding-out system, and strongly advocated a 
system of medical relief which would enable poor people 
to obtain medical assistance without the necessity of being 
pauperised, This inquiry would facilitate reforms by 
making the public acquainted with the extent of the evil, 
and he hoped that it would result in establishing larger 
areas for indoor relief,and @ more minute subdivision of 
districts for outdoor relief.—Mr. Rathbone seconded the 
motion. It would assist in solving the problem of combin- 
ing legal and voluntary relief, fe hoped the inquiry 


would embrace the constitution of the Poor Law Board.— 
Mr. Fawcett said the history of the Poor Law showed that 
pauperism was entirely under legislative control; he as- 
cribed the origin of the evil to the reckless administration 
of outdoor relief, He would extend the inquiry to the 
whole country.—Mr. Stansfeld argued that, though the 
expenses might have increased in the metropolis lately, 
































May 13,1871 THE SOLICITOKS' JOURNAL & REPORTER. — 


511 











the number of paupers had not been increased by recent 
legislation. He denied that there was any clashing of 
authority, and promised to consider all the suggestions 
made to him. He agreed that outdoor relief should be 
minimized as much as possible; the Poor Law Board was 
increasing the number of relieving officers and their pay, 
and was determined to apply the workhouse test, to give 
sufficient relief when it was given, but always with snffi- 
cient inquiry. The cost was due, not to causes which in- 
crease pauperism, but to better organization and kinder 
treatment of the poor. He thought a Royal Commission 
unnec ; the Poor Law Board itself was quite com- 
petent to observe and collate the facts, and make neces- 
Sary enguiries—Sir M.H. Beach did not wish outdoor 
relief to be brought to too low a point, but thought that 
England shonld be brought in this respect more to the 
. level of Ireland. It was worth while enquiring why this 
relief was 80 much less costly in Ireland, but he was not 
for a Royal Commission: the evil was in the administra- 
tion of the Law rather than in the law itself or its policy.— 
Mr. M. Chambers could not understand why there should 
be opposition to this simple motion.—After some further 
debate the motion was withdrawn. 

Baby Farming.—Mr. Charley obtained a Select Committee 
to enquire as to the best means of preventing the destruc- 
tion of the lives of infants put out to nurse for hire by their 
parents.—Mr. Bruce said the Government after seriously 
considering that subject, and preparing several sketches of 
@ measure for dealing with it, had not been able to frame 
‘such a measure upon it as they could venture with any con- 
fidence to offer to the House as furnishing a satisfactory 
solution of the question. The subject was therefore one 
which very fairly demanded inquiry, because, although the 
terrible punishment which lately overtook one unhappy 
‘woman engaged in that nefarious trade in the lives of in- 
fants might tend for « time to check the evil, yet the traffic 
might speedily revive; and, moreover, the mortality among 
illegitimate children put out to nurse was very great, even 
supposing that no violence or deliberate cruelty was exer- 
cised to produce it. An enquiry, therefore, into the whole 
subject might advantageously be instituted; and he was 
glad to find that experienced members of the House were 
willing to serve on the committee, to the appointment of 
which he had much pleasure in assenting on the part of the 
Government. 

Trish Railways.—Mr. Heron moved that legislative facili- 
ties ought to be afforded to the Treasury in order that an 
Imperial guarantee may in proper cases by given for the 
interest on capital to be provided for the purpose of com- 
pleting the railways of Ireland already authorised by Acts 
of Parliament.—The motion was negatived by 75 to 14. 

The Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Bill was read 
@ second time. 


May 8.—The Licensing Bill, —Mr. Gladstone said this bill 
‘was divisible into two parts. The Licensing part (relating 
to the granting of licences) and the Regulation (on jurisdic- 
tion) part; the former the Government would withdraw ; 
the latter they would introduce as a new bill, which he hoped 
would become law this session. 

The Local Rating Bill was withdrawn. 


May 9.—The Contractors Act,—Mr. Mitchell Henry asked 
the Attorney-General whether, having regard to the Act 22 
George III., c. 45, commonly called the ‘‘ Contractors Act,” 
and to a correspondence in the Times newspaper of May 5, 
relative to Admiralty contracts, by which it appeared that a 
partner in a firm which included a member of Parliament 
might take a contract in the way of the firm’s regular busi- 
ness, but not on his own account and in his own name, he was 
not of opinion that such a state of things, if legal, formed a 
strong argument for a re-consideration by the Government 
of the policy of that Act.—The Attorney-General : As regards 
the first part of the question, it seems to me that we should 
be unduly extending the operations of the Contractors Act if 
we were to put so wide a construction upon it that no mem- 
ber of a firm in which a member of Parliament was a partner 
could take a contract entirely in his own name without 
causing that member of Parliament to vacate his seat. With 
respect to the second part of the question, which is one of 
policy rather than law, that would have been more satisfac- 
torily answered by some member of the Cabinet; but, 
speaking for myself, I must say that, although I doubt not 

@ policy which dictated the Contractors Act was sound at 
the time it was passed, I question whether it is necessary 





now, and I do not doubt that in many respects it is incon- 
venient, 
The Church of England.—Mr. Miall moved ‘* that it is ex- 
pedient, at the earliest practicable period, to apply the 
licy initiated by the disestablishment of the Irish Church, 
y the Act of 1869, to the other churches established by 
law in the United Kingdom.”—-Mr. J. D. Lewis, Mr. 
Watkin- Williams, and Mr. Leatham supported the motion. 
Mr. Bruce, Mr. Richard, Sir R. Palmer, Mr. Disraeli, and 
Mr. Gladstone opposed it.—Dr. Ball censured the Home 
Secretary’s half-hearted opposition to the motion.—The 
motion was negatived by 374 to 89. 
The Trust Funds Investment Bill was read a second time. 
May 11.—Income Tax and Inhabited House Duties Bill.— 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in consequence of some 
technical question, which had been started upon the proce- 
dure of this measure, withdrew it, with the view of in- 
troducing a new bill. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JULIUS ALEXANDER PEARSON. 

Mr. Julius A. Pearson, the junior partner of the firm 
of, Cope, Rose & Pearson, died at Surbiton on April 29th, 
at the early age of thirty-two, much deplored by his private 
as well as his professional friends, in whose esteem and re- 
spect hehad wonahigh place by his ability and energy coupled 
with his kindliness of disposition and courtesy of manner. 
Mr. Pearson, who was the fifth surviving sonof thelate Henry 
Robert Pearson, of 46, Hyde Park Square, by Charlotte, 
daughter of John Cousens, Esq., of Punslead e, Sussex, 
was educated at Kings College London, of which body he 
was afterwards elected an associate. He was articled to. 
Messrs. Bell, Stewart & Lloyd, of Lincoln’s Inn Fields, and 
was admitted in 1866. He subsequently filled posts of 
confidence in the firms of Bircham & Co., and Baxter, 
Rose & Norton, from which last he went to join the firm of 
which he was a member at the time of his death. Mr. Pear- 
son wrs a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries. He was a 
contributor to the Gentleman’s Magazine, and to Notes and 
Queries, chiefly upon heraldic matters, of which he had a 
profound knowledge. 

MR. GEO. WOOSNAM. 

Mr. George Woosnam, solicitor, of “The Crescent 
House,” Newtown, Montgomeryshire, expired at his re- 
sidence on the 23rd of April. Mr, Woosnam was admitted 
in 1867, and in 1869 was appointed registrar of the New- 
town County Court, in succession to the late Mr. Charles 
T. Woosnam, with whom he had served for many years 
previous to becoming a solicitor. At the same time he was 
nominated to the office of clerk to the magistrates of New- 
town and Caersws, which had also been previously held by 
Mr. C. T. Woosnam. Mr. Woosnam’s remains were in- 
terred on the 28th of April, in the burial-ground of the 
Wesleyan Chapel at Newtown. Having been a member of 
the local board, his funeral was attended by the members of 
that body in their corporate capacity, and also by the 
ministers of various denominations, gentlemen of the legal 
profession, and tradesmen of the town, most of the latter 
evincing their respect for the deceased by closing their shops 
on the occasion. 





MR. W. BROOKS. 

Mr. William Brooks, solicitor, of Grimsby, Lincolnshire, 
died at that place on the 24th of April, in the seventy-second 
year of his age. Mr. Brooks, who was certificated in 1831, 

ad been for many years in practice at Grimsby, where 
he held several legal appointments. He was Deputy High 
Steward of the borough, a notary public, receiver of Ad- 
miralty droits, and Admiralty agent. For some years he 
had also held the office of clerk to the borough magistrates, 
in conjunction with Mr. W. H. Daubney. He was likewise 
a member of the Grimsby Corporation in former years, and 
had been twice mayor of the borough. Mr. Brooks was a 
subscriber to the Justices’ Clerks Society, and a member 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. 





MR, W. F. SEGAR 
Mr, William Francis Segar, barrister-at-law, died at his 
residence, Westfield House, Preston, on the 28th of April, 
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in in the forty-sixth year of hisage. He was the eldest son of 
the late Robert Segar, Esq., Q.C., who was recorder of 
Wigan, and renames judge of the Preston County Court. 

Mr. W. F. ed to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in January, 1851, “and has practised in the Lancaster Chan- 

cery Court, as an equity draughtsman and conveyancer. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held on 
Thursday, the 4th inst., the following directors being pre- 
sent—viz., Mr. Desborough (chairman), Mr. Harding, Mr. 
Beaumont, Mr. Burges, Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Collisson, Mr. 
Drew, Mr. H. R. Freshfield, Mr. Kelly, Mr. Sawtell, Mr. 
Sidney Smith, Mr. Steward, ‘and Mr. Boodle secretary), a 
grant to the largest amount allowed by the rules was made 
to a lady, with eleven children, who is in great distress. 
The draft of a report to be made to the annual general 
court on the 25th inst. was conreieoet and approved, and 
the ordinary business was transacted 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday, the 9th inst., the question discussed was 
No. 475 legal: “ A. insures his life by a policy which pro- 
vides for payment if his death t solely from certain 

ified accidents or causes but not from others which the 
policy excepts, A. dies from one of the excepted causes, 
which originates, however, in an accident within the scope 
of the policy. Can his executors recover the insurance 
money?’ Mr. Nicholls opened the debate and the question 
was decided in the affirmative. 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held on the 4th inst., at the 
Law Library, Cook-street, Mr. James Lloyd in the chair, 
the subject for discussion was ‘‘ ought the goods of lodgers 
to be exempt from distress?” The debate was opened by 
Mr. Lomax, solicitor, who was followed by several of the 
members. Upon the ‘votes being taken, the affirmative was 
carried by a majority of three. 














COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

I, the Right. Hon. William Page, Baron Hatherley, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby, in 
pursuance and execution of the powers given by the 
statute 28 & 29 Vic., 99, order that any suit or matter 
transferred from any County Court to the Court of 

, under the provisions of section 9 of the said 
statate, shall proceed in the Court of the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir Richard Malins. HATHERLEY, C. 


Daring the Whiteun Vacation, 1871, all applications 
to the Court of Chancery which are of an urgent nature 
are to be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon. 

All applications ez parte are to be sent to the Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon, by nlf sat -post or parcel, prepaid, accom- 
panied with the brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms 
of the order applied for, and an envelope capable of re- 
ceiving the papers to be returned, with safficient stamps 
affixed oo and addressed as follows: ‘‘ To the Regis- 
trar in Vacation, Chancery Registrar's , Chan - 
lane, London, W. Mg Fes 

On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the 
afidavite in support of the application, 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with — order 
his Honour may make thereon, will be returned direct to 


the 
i for leave to give notice of motion only, 
may be made to the chief clerk at chambers. 
Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on appli- 
— at his Honour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 


"The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon will be open 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in each 
week, the Vacation, from hove till one o’clock. 





Srrrincs iy Trinity Term, 1871. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
ae a yen metions. 


ppeals. 

Wednesday “24, . Petitions & apps. 
Thursday ..25..Appeals, 
Friday .. ve App. mtns.& apps. 
soot 

Yee 
Wednesday a Appeals. 
Friday” eo 2. A & 

Y «eee 2..App. mtns. & apps. 
See 77. cece 5} Appeals. 
Wednesday.. «Teens and apps. 
Friday..... } Appeals. 
Monday ....12.. App. mtns, & apps. 

LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
ponter Mare .» Appeal motions. 


Wednesday as} Appeals. 


~~ = el 
Friday..... .26.. Appeal motions. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday ..27 enon, apps., 
appeal petition: 
Monday .. 20 ke 
‘Apps. from the 
County Palatine of 
Tuesday ....30< Lancaster, Apps 
from the Stannar- 
ie ies Court, & apps. 
ay .31 
Thurs., June 1 } Appeals. 
Friday...... 2..Appeal motions. 
Petns. in “ere 
-- 32 bk. appeals, and 
app. ptns. 
Monday .... 5 


6 
Wednesday.. 7 > Appeals. 
8 


Petns. in lunacy, 
«104 bkrpt. apps., and 
tns. 


Monday Mt oe 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
Monday,May 22.. Motions. 
Watney.” m1 at General paper. 
Thursday ..25..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


Friday +2026. -General per. 
Petns., sht. causes, 


Saturday ..27, adj. sums., and 
paper. 
Souter... “ Gen ral 
seve eral paper. 
Wednesday. 
ar ny pa “Lean. gon, pa 
YY -cccce .» General paper. 
» sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 34 adj. sums., and 
general paper 


Monday .... 
Tuesday .... é General paper. 
Wednesday 7 


pape 
Monday ....12..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


wi Tuesday.... 





V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
anti 22,.Mtns. & gen. pa- 


esday 
Wednesday, yh General paper. 
Thursday ..25..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday 


Saturday .. 


Monday....29 

Tuesday....30 > General paper. 
Wednesday .31 

Thurs., June 1,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday.e.... 2 


Saturday . 


Monday .... : 
Tuesday .. 
Wednesday.. 4 
Thursday .. 8..Mtns, & gen. papr. 
Friday ... — . & gen. Wh 
t. causes, adj. 
Saturday wa sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday ....12..Mtns. & gen. pa, 


--26,.Petns. & gen. pa. 
97 Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 


General paper. 


V. C. Sux JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Monday, May22.. Mtns. & adj. sums 
23..In Bankruptcy. 
Wednesday. .24..General paper. 
Thursday ..25..Mtns, & adj. sums. 
Friday ....26..General paper. 
Ptns. Sht. , caus., 
-272 adj, sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....29..In Bankruptcy. 
an AS = General paper. 
Thurs., June 1,..Mtns. & adj. sums. 
Friday .... 2..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 3{ adj. sums., and 


Saturday . 


general paper. 
Monday .... :; -In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday -°- §Y ceneral paper. 
Thursday . re Mtns. & adj. sums, 
Friday...... 9,.General paper. 


Ptns., sht, caus.» 
10 {asi sums., and 
eneral paper. 
Monday ....12..Mns. & adj. sume 
V. C. WICKENS. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Sestenaiy 22. .Mtns. & gen. pa@e 


esday....23 
Wednesday ot General paper. 


Thursday ..25..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday..... 226. cog & gen. *, 
ort causes an 

Saturday . pe sy proedl oe son 

Monday . 

Tuesday .. General paper. 

Wednesday m1 

Thurs., et. - Mtns. p gen. pa. 

Friday... +s» 2..Ptns. & gen. pa. 
Short causes and 

outing: oo S af general paper. 

Monday .. 

Tuesday.... H General paper. 

Wednesday . 7 

Thursday .. 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


Friday .... 9..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Short causes and 

Saturday ..10 { general paper. 

Monday ....12.. Mtns. & gen. pa. 


The oa a (if any) on which the Lord Chancellor shall be engaged in the 
House of Lords, and the days (ifany)on which the Lords Justices shal! 


be sitting with the Lord 
Pass Council, are € 


ancellor or the Judicial Committee of the 


ae Ly Rolls, unopposed petitions must be presented and copies left with 
,on or before the Thursday preceding the Saturday on 


vnich it is intended they should be 
tended to be heard a8 short causes must be so mar‘ 
clear day before the ame can be put in the paper to be so heard. 
ice-Chancellor W Wickens’ Court no cause, motion for decree, 
by order of the Court, may be 


In Vi 
or jfarther consideration, 
marked 


heard; and any causes in- 


at least one 


to stand over if it f it be within, twelve of the last cause or matter 
in the printed paper of the day for hearing. 


be heard as short causes before cither of the 


ice-Chancellors must be so marked at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so heard. 


Tranever or Causes, 


The Lord Chancellor has ordered that the several causes 
in the first schedule undermentioned be transferred from 


the book of causes standi 
Chancellor Sir Richard 


for hearin 
ins to the 


before the Vice- 
k of causes for 


before the Master of the Rolls; and that the 
sev causes in the second schedule undermentioned be 
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transferred from the book of causes standing for hearing 
before Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon to the book of 
causes for hearing before the Master of the Rolls. 


THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHaARD MALIns’ Book. 


Elliott v Knocker 

Homewood v Lambe 

Sterry v Combs 

Britnell v Walton 

wot v Bourne 
eston v Ligertwood 

Wall v De Gruchy 

Richardson v Pottrell 

Grech v Oram 

Chabord v New Russia Com- 
pany (Limited) 


Gibbs v Mackintosh 
Baghott v Watson 
Haigh v Kaye 
Simcock v Parker 
Price v Edwards 
Tooth v Mort 
Sutton v Wilders 
The Belgian Public Works Co. 
(Limited) v Grant 
Price v Price 
Wood v Mercer 


THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 
!From the Vice-Chancellor Sin James Bacon’s Book. 


Pitts v Kingsbri Highwa 
mr idge Highway 


lene v Elkan 

ones v Elkan 

Gilbert v Bowen 

Paul v Children 

Rennie v Morris 

Wilson v Furness Railway 


Compan: 
Kimberley v Dick 
orth v 


Ellis v Barker 
McIiwraith v Dublin Trunk 


Nalder v Lautour 

Neely v Fluker 

Surtees v Surtees 

Attorney-General v The Mayor 
and B 


lerman, of 
the Borough of Cambridge 
Gray v Ri y 
Hanson v Fisher 
Sweetman v Bentley 
Farrar v Savile 
Foster v Mallard 
Blythe v Marks 
North Staffordshire Railway 
Co. v Tunstall Local Board 
of Health 
ing v Rippi le 
Coulthard v Coulthard 
Smith v Smith 


The Mayor Commonalty, and 
Citizens of the City of Lon- 
den v The Metropolitan 
Board of Works 

Peek v Larsen 

Evans v Buffen 

Dennett v Burnett 

Hawkins v Ransom 

Lovell v Parker 

Crips v Wickham 

Hancock v Clavey 

Gladstone v Duke of Newcastle 

Littlewood v Ownswerth 

Thorpe v East 

— ¥ Christie 
riggs v Ha’ 

Mitehelson on 

Challis v Stevens 

Monk v Northampton Improve- 
ment Commissioners 

Mellor v Manley 

Jones v Langford 

May v —— 

v Burn 


ey 

Hardy v_ Metropolitan Land 
an Finance Company 
(Limited) 

Howell v Broad 

Newbold v Ellis 

Stedman v Cockrill 

Calthrop v Buckston 

Sugden v Olding 

Jones v Goulding 

Gatty v Pawson 

Tumbridge v Care 

Wakefield v Jay ~ 


N.B.—The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the 
above causes before the first cause day in Trinity Term. 





ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY 
ARBITRATION ACT, 1871. 

1, The arbitrator appointed by the Act will hold the 
first meeting in the arbitration on Thursday, 25 May in- 
stant, at 10°30 a.m., at the late office of the Albert Com- 
pany, | aterloo-place, Regent-street, or at another place to 
be designated in a further notice, 

2, The arbitrator will; in the first instance, hear the 
committee known as the Reconstruction Committee in 
support of any scheme for the reconstruction or reconsti- 


tution of the Albert Company 
8. The arbitrator will also 


holder of the Albert Compan 


posed by them. 
ear any creditor or share- 


, or of any of the other com- 


es acheduled to the Act, in support of any other scheme 
‘or that purpose proposed by him, 


4, Every scheme pro 


is to be printed as a bill in 


posed 
chancery and to be filed on or before Thursday, 18 May 
instant, with the secretary to the arbitration, at the late 


office of the Albert Company 


the tem office of arbi- 
tration ; 100 copies in print being yi wots 4 to the secre. 


tary. 

5. The arbitrator will also hear any person interested in 
—— of any objections made by him to any scheme filed, 
on 


filing with the secre’ 


office above mentioned, on or 
stant, a notice specifying the 
scheme; 100 copies in print being 


to the arbitration, at the 
fore Monday, 22 May in. 
—— inted as a 
delivered to the secretary, 


8, Every scheme or notice of objections filed is to have 








indorsed the name and address of the person or body filing 
it. 

7. Any creditor or shareholder of the Albert Company, 
or of any of the other companies scheduled to the Act, or 
other person interested, may purchase at the office above 
irri copies of any scheme or notice of objections 
fil 

8. The arbitrator will hear one counsel or solicitor only 
in support of any scheme or objections. 

By order of the Arbitrator, 
Tuomas Preston, Secretary. 








THE AMERICAN LIFE ASSURANCE SYSTEM. 

A statute of the State of Illinois forbids agents of insurance 
companies incorporated by foreigh States to directly or indi- 
rectly take risks or do or transact any business of insurance 
in the State without first procuring a certificate of authority 
from the Auditor of State; and before obtaining such cer- 
tificate such agent is required to furnish the auditor with a 
statement under oath of the president or the secretary of the 
company, which shall show, first, the name and locality of 
the company; second, the amount of its capital stock ; 
third, the amount paid up; fourth, the assets of the com- 
pany, and of what they consist ; fifth, the amount of liabili- 
ties, &c. ; sixth, losses adjusted, due, &c—which is required 
to be filed with the auditor, together with a written instru- 
ment under the seal of the company, signed by the president 
and secretary, authorising such agent to acknowledge service 
of process on behalf of the company, and consenting that 
service of process upon him shall be held valid, and waiving 
all error by reason of such service. 

The Act then requires as a condition precedent that the 
company shall possess a capital of at least 100,000 dollars of 
actual capital invested in stocks at par or upwards, or in 
bonds or mortgages of real estate worth double the amount 
for which it is mortgaged, as a condition to its doing business 
in the State of Illinois. 

Tn a case reported in the Chicago Legal News of April 8th 
an Ohio insurance company, which laid itself out for the 
transaction of business in Illinois, had taken a sum of cash 
and « promissory note from an Illinois man, in consideration 
of an insurance limited for the next five years. The com- 
pany suing the assured = the note, he ox por that the 
note was void by reason that the company not complied 
with the requirements of the above statute : to this plea the 
company demurred, but the Illinois Supreme Court, affirm- 
ngs decision of the Court below, overruled the demurrer, 
and held that the non-compliance with the statutory require- 
ments rendered void the contract contained in the note. 





Mr. JouN Lampert, C.B.—The Queen has appointed Mr. 
John Lambert, a law inspector, to be an member 
of the Civil Division of the third class (or Companions) of the 
Order of the Bath. Mr. Lambert was formerly a solicitor, of 
Salisbury, and afterwards settled in London as a t and 
Parliamentary agent, but several years ago quitted the legal 
— in — = the pays of the Government in 

e department of the lreasury, ani ut two years was 
appointed an inspector under the Poor Law Board. For his 
varied services in these capacities, which were of more than 
average public importance, he has now been awarded the dis- 
tinction of C.B. A short epitome of these services may be in- 
teresting to our readers. In the preparation of the several bills 
which signalised Mr. Villiers’ rule at the Poor Law Board, Mr. 
Lambert sustained a weighty share of subordinate labour. 
Subsequently, he was entrusted with the collection of the sta- 
tistics on which Mr. Gladstone’s Reform Bill of 1866, and Mr. 
Disraeli’s subsequent measure in 1867, were founded, and he 
was more recently , both in Ireland and in London, in 
a similar service wi t to the Irish Church and Land 
Bills. In consequence of Mr. Lambert's knowledge of sanitary 
matters, and the laws of rating, he was by Government 
on the Royal Sani - niet which has recently ie 
sented its report; and he was latter in 
maturing Mr. Goschen’s scheme NTT canton tea ioeal 

vernment as embodied in the bills recently introduced into 
Earliament, though since withdrawn. 

The Ohio Legislature has passed a law, requiring that one 
hundred fe Gait intervene between sentence of death and 
execution.— Pacific Law Reporter. 

The Kansas Senate, on F ll, a bill giving per- 
ee ee ae ar Vow 
the right to sue the owner of the building in the liquor 
was sold.—Pucifie Law Reporter. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quorarron, May 12, 1871. 
From the Official List of the actual business transacted. 
3 per Cent. Console, 93 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, June, 933 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91} £x Bills, 21000, — per Ct.5 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 913 Ditto, £500, Do —5 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Nitto, £100 & £200,— 5p m 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °78 Ct. (last half-year) 236 
Annuities, Jan.’80— Ditto for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


India Stk.,10$p Ct.Apr.’74,209 | Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 !00 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5} per Cent., May,’79 1073 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, "80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Account, — April,’64 — 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oot. 88 1003 Do. Do ,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 103 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 20 pm 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.924| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 20pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 


























Railways. 'Paid.|Closing prices 
omnia —_—_——-—-|— yianers 
Stock) Bristoland Bxeter .......ccccosseseeseescesseeee | 100 923 
Stock) Caledonian... seesse se rsoerecseessereserseereeee! 100 92 
Stock} Glasgow and South-WeSLCrD ereseseesseeee 100 115 
Stock) Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..,...... 100 425 
Stock} Do.,East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ........./ 100 7 
Stock! Great NOrthern -....sccossereeseeecsereereceeses| 100 125 
Stock} Do.,AStock*® ........ eececouscees enccbepestes | 100 135 
Stock! Great Southern and Western of Ireland) 100 100 
Stock) Great Western—Original .......0.s0--+0e! 100 954 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... serseree| 100 141 
Stock} London, Brighton, and South Coast....../ 100 528 
Stock} London,Chatham, and Dover........... | 100 174 
Stock} London and North-Western... | 100 134 
Stock! London and South-Western ........ | 100 96 
Stock! Manchester,Sheffield,and Lincoln.. | 100 53 
Stock) Metropolitan.......scssovsssse cesses ceeesees 100 738 
ears weidlend secasbaiiue cabspthise ce 100 1294 

0., Birmingh: | 100 9 
Stock) North British .. 100 : 4 
Stock} North London .. 100 118 
Stock) North Staffordsh | 100 64 
Stock) South Devon ....0.. | 160 58 
Stock) South-Eastern ; 100 84} 
Stock! Taff Vale....e.cs.ccsce-s | 100 168 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The funds are less firm than last week. The home railways 
keep up their high prices and Great Westerns have established 
a er advance. The high price of these investments has 
had the effect of directing investors to the foreign market, and 
foreign securities, accordingly are very firm, and in many cases 
show an advance. 

The Whitby, Redcar & Middlesborough Union Railway Com- 
pany invite subscriptions fin respect of 20,000 shares of £10 
each. The price of issue is to be £6 17s. 6d. per share, or £68 
15s. for each £100 capital payable by instalments. The applica- 
tion list for shares closes to-day, and on Monday for the country. 





THE New M.P. ror Durnam.—Mr. John Lloyd Wharton, 


barrister-at-law, of the Northern Circuit—who has been elected | 
to represent the city of Durham in Parliament, in succession | 
to the late Right Hon. J. R. Davison, Q.C., Judge Advocate- | 
General—is the only son of the late John Thomas Wharton, | 
Esq, of Dryburn, near Durham, and of Aberford, Yorkshire | 


by Mary, second daughter of the Rev. Henry Jacob, of Salis- 


bury. He was born in 1837, and was educated at Eton and | 


Trinity College, Cambridge, He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in 1862, and is a member of the Northern Circuit, 


attending also the Durham and Northumberland Sessions. At the | 


general election in December, 1868, he was an unsuccessful can- 
didate for the representation of Durham. Mr. Wharton, who 
now enters Parliament for the first time, is a magistrate for the 
country of Durham. He married, in 1870, Susan Frances, 
eldest daughter of the Rev. A. Duncombe Shafto, rector of 
Brancepeth, near Durham. Mr. Wharton has been returned in 
the Conservative interest. 


PvuBLic BILis In PARLIAMENT.—In the Session of 1870, 126 
public bills received the Royal Assent, and became law. Ninety- 
six were Government bills, and thirty were introduced by pri- 
vate members; 119 were introduced into the House of Com- 
mons, and seven into the House of Lords. Seventy-four bills 
introduced into the Commons were not passed by that House, 
twenty being Government bills and hifty-four other bills. 


Twelve bills brought from the Lords were not passed by the 
Commons, three being Government bills—viz., the Lord Chan- 


cellor’s Courts of Justice and Appeal bills: and six bills passed 
by the Commons were not passed by the Lords, three being 
Government bills, but the second reading of two of them was 
not moved. One Government bill—the Ecclesiastical Titles 
Act Repeal—passed both Houses, but the Lords discharged 
their order for considering the Commons’ amendments. The 
University Tests Bill (a Government bill) was among the bills 
passed by the Commons but rejectedin the Lords.— Times. 


The New York Daily Transcript reports a remarkable case in 
which the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania affirmed a decision of 
an inferior Court, ordering the striking off the roll of one 
Dickens, an attorney. Dickenshad been struck off the roll upon 
the petition of members of the bar charging him “ with mis- 
behaviour in his office, as an attorney, upon these specifications, 
to wit : participating in the exhibition of ‘ Russell’s Panorama 
of the Rebellion,’ and making pretended gifts, at the close of each 
exhibition, of valuables, as an inducement to draw full ‘houses ; 
. . . and soliciting a member of the bar to make another 
member drunk, for the purpose of obtaining an unfair advantage 
in the postponement of a cause in which Dickens was attorney.” 
Dickens’ conduct in the panoramic business the Court held to be 
unprofessional and indefensible, but, as an act done on a single 
occasion insufficient ground for expulsion. The last charge they 
— proved, and affirmed the order for expulsion on that 
ground, 


Chief Justice M‘Kean, of the Supreme Court of Utah, has 
signalised his brief tenure of that position by several decisions of 
an important and somewhat radical character. One case was 
that of Sandberg, a Swede, and Horsley, an Englishman, who 
applied to be naturalised. When asked whether or not they 
believed the Act of Congress prohibiting polygamy to be binding 
upon them, Sandberg answered that he regarded polygamy as in. 
accordance with the laws of God, and if the laws of the country 
forbade it it was his duty to obey the laws of God rather than those 
of man. Horsley refused to answer, saying it was his business, 
and not the Court’s. It was held that as Sandberg satisfied the 
Court that he is xot, and Horsley failed to satisfy the Court that 
he zs, “a man of good moral character, attached to the principles 
of the constitution of the United States, and well disposed to the 
good order of the same,’’ their applications for naturalization 
must be rejected.— Albany Law Journal. 

An American dentist recently sued the peg on: New York, . 
and Philadelphia Steam-ship Company, at Chicago, U.S., for 
damages in respect of injuries sustained by falling down an open 
hatchway while on a return voyage from Europe. The jury 
awarded 30,000 dollars. 

The North Carolina Legislature has passed a bill to restore 
the Act making arson and burglary capital offences.—Pacifie 
Law Reporter. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Barron—On April 30, at 27, Guilford-street, Russell-square, 
the wife of E. Jackson Barron, Esq., of a dau r. 
Parin—On May 6, at Bournemouth, the wife of Tien Pain, 





of No. 1, Argyll-road, Kensington, and of Lincoln’s-inn, 
barrister, of a son. 

Romer—On May 9, at 123, Ladbroke-grove, W., the wife of 
Robert Romer, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 

TAHOURDIN—On May 10, at Cambridge-park, Twickenham, 
the wife of Harry Tahourdin, Esq., of a son. 

MARRIAGES, 

JonEs—Hickson—On May 9, at the parish church, Highgate, 
Daniel Jones, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Jessie, 
eldest daughter of James Mickson, Esq., of Hertford House, 
Highgate. 

DEATHS. 


Pain—On May 2, Henry Foxton Pain, solicitor, of York- 
buildings, formerly of Surrey-street, Strand, aged 44. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, May 5, 1871. 

H Untimitep IN CHANCERY, 

| Zara Baths Company.—Vice Chancellor Bacon has appointed Thursday, 

| June 1 at 12, at his chambers, to settle the list of contributories or 

members of the above company, and all persons claiming to be entitled 
to participate in the funds and assets of the company, are required 
to send the particulars of their claims to Chas Tattershall, Brown- 
st, Manch, on or before May 22. 

Durham County Permanent Benefit Building Society.—Vice Chancellor 
Bacon has, by an order dated Feb 17, appointed Geo Whiffin, 8, Old 
Jewry, to be official liquidator. 

LIMITED 1N CHANCERY, 

Berlin Great Market and Abattoirs Company (Limited),—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated April 24, ordered that the above 
company be wound up by this court, Edmands & Mayhew, Poultry. 




















May 13, 1871. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, 





515 








TvuEspaY, May 9, 1871. 
LrwiTeD IN CHANCERY. 

Copper Miners Company of South Australia (Limited).—Vice Chan- 
cellor Malins has fixed May 29 at 12, at his chambers, for the appoint- 
ment of an ‘ffici«l Jiquidator. : 

English Provident Assurance Company (Limited).—Vice Chancellor 
Wickens has, by an order dated March 25, appointed Fredk Bertram 
Smart, 85, Cheapside, to be official liquidator. a 

Ickles Rolling Mills Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 5, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on 
Saturday, May 27. Maude, Gt Winchester-st-bldgs; agent for Broom- 
head & Co, Sheffield. petitioners’ solicitor. ) 

Lobster and Salmon Fishing Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented May 4, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor 
Malins on May 26. Blake, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; agent for Moss & Co, 
Kingston-upon-tiull, solicitors tor the petitioners. 

Skidmore’s Art Manufactures and Constructive Iron Company (Limited). 
—The Master of the Rolis has, by an order dated April 29, ordered 
that the voluntary winding up of the above company be continued, 
but subject to the supervision of this court. Sykes, St Swithin’s-lane ; 
agent for Sha: man, Wellingborough, petitioners’ solicitor. 


STANNABIES OF CORNWALL. 
Fripay, May 5, 1871. 
Stray Park Mining Company.—-The Vice Warden has, by an order dated 


May 1, ordered that the above company be wound up. Downing, 
Redruth. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, May 5, 1871. 
Bean, Nathaniel, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Lieut Col. Junel. Carthew 


v Enraght, V.C, Wickens 

Clarke, Geo Anson, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk. 
V.C, Malins Clarke, Gt Yarmouth 

Clifton, Chandos Fredk, Llyswen, Brecon, Esq. May 27. Durant o 
Morris, M.R. Langley & Gibbon, Gt James-st, Bedford-row 

Morier, Greville, Brighton, Sussex, Kiallmark » Bowliug, V.C. Wickens, 
Barlow & Co, Essex-st, Strand 

Shepherd, Humphrey, Longton, Stafford, Dealer in China. May 22. 
Shepherd v Lonzman, M.R. Young, Longton 

Southgate, Fras Thos, Gravesend, Kent. June 14. Woodford v South- 
gate, V.C. Wickens, Harris & Morton, Haistead 


May 17. Blyth »v Clarke, 


TurspayY, May 9, 1871. 


Ackroyd, Jonathan, Lane Head, Halifax, York, Yeoman. 
Backhouse v Ayrton, V.C. Wickens, Barstow & Son, Halifax 

Representative of the American Baptist Missionary Union. July 17. 
Freeman v Mathieson, V.C. Malins. 

Baker, Hannah, Tandridge, Surrey, Widow. June 17. 
Peters, V.C. Wickens. Brown, Westerham 

Cox, Hermann, Westbourne-ter, Hyde-pk, Merchant. 
Cox, ¥.C. Bucon, Fry, Mark-lana 

Hellawell, Jas, Huddersfield, York, Smaliware Dealer. 
Walker v Hellaweil, V.C. Bacon, Learoyd, Huddersfield 

Jay, Chas, Heigham, Norwich, Fishmonger. June 5. Grand v Free- 
man, M.R. Winter & Francis, Norwich 

Jones, Walter Ray, Cannon-st West, Tailor. May 24, 
V.C. Wickens. Lewis & Watson, Gracechurch-st 

Lister, John, .|mficld, Bramley, Leeds, Esq. May 31. 
V.C. Wickens. Snowdow, Leeds 

Slawson, John, Leiester, Innkeeper. June 6, Challis v Slawson, V.C. 
Malins. Berridge « Morris, Leicester 

Tandy Fredk, Dudley, Worcester, Solicitor. June 1. Jordan v Tandy, 
V.C. Malins, Neal & Philpot, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctor’s-commons 


Next ur Kin. 


Owen, Thos, Rick-hill, Cottage, nr Blacknell, Berks, 
Wickens 


May 23. 


Newington v 
June 7. Pompe v 


June 2. 


Jones v Steei, 
Butler v Cubitt, 


Jaly 31. V.C. 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 5, (871. 

Baldock. Thos, Canleston, Devon, Rear Admiral. 
Sons, Gt James-st, Bedford-row 

Baubury, Edmund, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Esq. Jane 15. Wordsworth 
& Co, Threadneed'e-st 

Barton, John, Poole, Dorset. Gent. June1l0, Blake, Ne rt 

Brett, John, Buckland, Southampton, Geut. June 24, oore & Co, 
Lymington 

Campbell, Edmund, St Stephen’s-rd, Westbourne-pk, Lieut Col. June 4. 
Combs, Bucklersbury 

be Jas, Biistol, Manch, Warehouseman. July 1. Press & Inskip 

risto! 

Capener, Catherine Rosa, Gt Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Spinster. June 9. 
Gabriel, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Chitty, Richd, Bath, Lieut Col. June 10. Keys, Lombard-st 

Chowne, John A fred, Westbourne-ter, Hyde-pk, Esq. June 14, Tamplin 
& Tayler, Fenchurch st 

Crowther, John Hy, Almondbury, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
July !. Hesp and Co, Huddersfield 

Fisher, Isaac, Belgrave-st, Euston-rd, Gent. June 16. Hill & Son, 
Throgmorton-st 

Goldsmith, Fras, Walthamstow, Essex. Spinster. June 1. Houghton, 
St Helen’s-p! 

Gompertz, Abigail, Upper Kennington-lane, June 12. Sampson & Co, 
Finsbury-circus 

Hepple, Eliz, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Spinster. July 1. Proud, 
Bishop Auckland 

Higgins, Robt, Worcester, Gent. July 5. Baylis, Worcester 

Hopwood, Joshua, James-st, Buckingham-gate, Gent. July 1. Burt 
& Co. Gray’s-inn-chambers 

Harvey, Mary, Jolliffes’ Farm, Isle of Wight, Widow. May 20. Hearn 
& Fardell, Ryde 

Hayes, Mary, Blandford-sq, Spinster. Hayes (& Co, Russell- 
square, 


July 5. 





June 15.$Western & 
\ 









Holden, Joseph Doug'as, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. June 1. Wood & Co, 
Raymond-bldgs, viray’s-inn 
Holland, F Newport, Salop, Gent. June 22. Fisher & Hodges, 


Newpo 
— Susanna, Worthing. Sussex, Spinster, June 20. Arundel, 
8 
Jackson, Jas de Carle, Scarborough, York, Chemist. June 12. Moody 
& Oo, Scarborough 


Jamieson, Eleanor, Rothbury. Northumberland, Spinster. May 19. 
Woodman, Morpeth . f 
Kilsby, 


King, Thos, Great Parndon, Essex, 
Cheapside 

Learmonth, John Livingstone, Gloucester-gdns, Paddington, M.D. 
June 30. Whitakers and Woolbert, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Mackie, Alex, Dudiey, Worcester, Warehouseman. June 24. Stokes, 
Dudle: 

Michel, _ Whatcombe House, Dorset, Widow. 
Johns & Traill, Blandford Foram 

Morgan, Owen, Cardigan, Farmer. June 

Newbold, Thos, Cliff, Warwick, Farmer. 


Farmer, June 10. 


June 24, 


10, Evans, Cardigan 
June 24. Powell, Birm 


Nicholson, John jun, Sheffield, Merchant. June 10. Websters & 
Picard, Sheffield 
Noel-Hill, Hon Harriet Ann, Montague-sq. June 10, Barker, 


Bedford-row 

Pennell, Geo, Southport, Gent. July 19. Foster & Son, Lpool 

Phillips, Mary Sophia, Bristol, Widow. Jnly 1. Press & Inskip, 
Bristol 

Pollard, Wm, Hertford, Gent. June 22. Spence & Hawks, Hertford} 

Randall, Richd, Great Dunmow, Essex, Brewer. June24. Wade & 
Knocker, Great Dunmow 

Richardson, Jobn Passingham, Colnbrook, Buckingham, Gent. Aug 1. 
Darvill & Co, Windsor 

Rose, Ann, Kettering, Northampton, Common Brewer. July 1. 
rard, Kettering 

Rose, Wm jon, Kettering, Northampton, Common Brewer. June 15, 
Garrard, Kettering 


Gar- 


Rowse, Nicholas, Plymouth, Devon, Esq. June 25. Gard, Devonport 
Saul, Caroline. Rusholme, Manch, Spsnster, June 26. Wood, 
Manch 

Saul, Chas John, Cartmel, Lancashire, Gent. June 24. Wood, Manch 

Simpson, Chas, Bowdon, Chester, Merchant. June 30 Wood, 
Manch 


Sollitt, Scarborough, York, Widow. June} 12, Moody & Co, Scarborough 

Taylor, Alfred, Amor, Bristol, Linen Draper. July1l. Press & Inskip, 
Bristol 

Walmsley, Jennett, Widnes, Lancaster, Widow. June 3. 
Brook 


Davies & 


Tuespay, May 9, 1871 


Alexander, Jas, Bradford, York, Merchant. June 30. Cunliffe & Leaf, 
Manch 

Baldwin, Richa Horsmonden, The Albany, Piccadilly, Lieut Col. June 
30. Sweetland, Lincoin’s-inn-fields 

Baylis, Wm, Romford, Ks-ex, Printer. June 5. 
Holborn 

Beetlestone, Wm Moore, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq, 
Hughes, Worcester. 

Cayley, Edwd, Ostroff, Russia, Esq. Aug 12. Pearless & Sons, East 
Grinstead : : 

Chubb, Saml, Barrow-in-farness, Lancashire, Chemist. June1. Butler 
& Son, Dalton-in- Furness ] 

Daniel, Thos, Ripon, York,Gent. June 17. Heslop, Ripon 


Lea, Furnivai’s-inn, 


June 10. 





Diver, Wm Holmes, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Gent. June 12. Chamaber- 
lin, Gt Yarmouth 

Dowling, Joseph, Winchester, Southampton, Draper. June 10. Bailey, 
Winchester : 

Duncombe, Martha, Surbiton, Surrey, Widow. July 1. Sladen & 
Mackenzie, Parliament-st 

Ellis, Richd, Mamhead, Devon, Yeoman. July 1. Whidborne & Tozer, 
Teignmouth 

Ellis, Welbore, The Albany, Piccadilly, Esq. June 1. Lee & Co, 
Lincoin’s-inn-fields 

Lachlan, Robt, Grosvenor-pl, Brixton, Gent. July 24. Rickards & 
Walker, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Edwd, Honley, York. Surgeon. June 24. Battye, H 
Llewellin, Richd, Holm Wood, Gioucesier, Esq. June 24. Wansey, 


vistol 
Lockwood, John Wm, Knowles, Pocklington, 
Powell & Whitehead, Pocklington 


York, Rector. June 6 


Norton, Wm, Victoria-rd, Keutish-town, Mercantile Clerk. June 10. 
Milne, & Co, Harcourt-bldgs, Temple 

Ratheram, Edwd, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Gent. July 1. Bartleet, 
Birm 

Ratheram, Harriet Fras, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Spinster. July 1. 
Bartleet, Birm 

Riddle, Hy, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. July 9. Brittan, Bristol 

Rogers, Edwd Michael, Ixworth, Suffolk, Esq. July 1. LeGrice, Bury 


Saint Edmunds 
ha Addington, Clifton, Bristol. Jume 30. Fry & Otter, 
Deeds Registered under the Bankr uptey Act, 1861. 
Torspax, May 9, 1871. 
King, Wm Wilson, Percy-st, Tottenham-ct-road, Rector. 
Comp. Reg May 5 


Feb 28 


ts. 
Fripar, May 5, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

Chadwick, Fredk, Selwood-ter, Fulham-road, Surveyor. Pet March 2; 

Hazlitt. May 24 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bowler, Jas, Alton, Stafford, Grocer, Pet May 3. Keary, Stoke-upon- 

Trent, May 18 at ll 
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Carter, Thos, Laverack Hall, York, Farmer. Pet May 2. Jefferson, 
Northallerton, May 17 at 4 

Fountain, Eliz, ae ie York, Innkeeper. Pet May 3, Woodall. 
Scarborough, May 24 a! 

Hardy, Squire, Bradford, "York, Wool Cleaner. Pet May 1. Robinson, 

Bradford, May 19 at 9 

Harvey, Wm, Plymouth, Devon, Builder. Pet May 3. Pearce. East 
Stonehouse, May 19 at 11 

Parfitt, Spey Lpool, Master Mariner. Pet May 4, Watson. Lpool, 
May 16 at 

Suman, Thos, eten, Sussex, Miller. Pet May 2. Evershed. 
Brighton, May 23 at 11 

Vye, Albert, Wareham, Dorset, Grocer. Pet May 1. Dickinson. Poole, 
May 17 at 2 

Torspay, May 9, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
am, Walter, Coleman-st, Tailor. Pet May 3. Spring-Rice. May 


wrote Sahm, 4 Gibson-square, Islington, Contractor. Pet May 5, Murray. 
May 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Allison, Jas Norris, Wellington, Salop, Mercer. Pet May 3. Potts. 
Madeley, June 3 at 2 

Cheetham, Saml Hy, Manch, Printer. Pet May 4.- Kay. Manch, May 
25 at 9. 30 

Hopkins, Louisa, Leighton —, Bedford, out of business. Pet May 5. 
Austin, Luton, May 26 at 11 

Leyshon, Hopkin, Ystrad Rhondda Valley, Glamorgan, Builder. Pet 
May 6. Spickett. Pontypridd, May 22 at2 

Willoughby, Jas, Guiscley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet May 4. 
Marshall. Leeds, May 25 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faray, May 5, 1871. 
Davey, Wm, Bognor, Sussex, Grocer. April 27 


Jackson, Wm Tarleton, Union-st. Southwark, Druggist. May 1 
Tibbits, Jas, Walsall, Stafford, Saddlers’ Ironmonger. April 29 


Toxrsnar, May 9, 1871. 
Ty Edwin, Pendleton, Lancashire, Managing W arehouseman. 


Richesiece, Lot, jun, Shitlington, Beds, Builder. April 14 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Friway, May 5, 1871. 

Adams, 'Geo, Colchester, Essex, Builder. May 17 at 2, meeting of 
Joint Creditors of G. Adams and Thos Roofe ea his deceased 
partner; at 3, meeting of the separate creditors of G. Adams, at t he 
Fleece inn, Colchester. Goody, Colchester 

Allison, Jas Norris, Wellington, Salop, Mercer. May 19 at 11, at offices 
of Taylor, King-st, Wellington 

Barker, Joseph, Stafford, Tailor. May 18 at 11, at office of Bowen, 
Martin’s ct, Stafford 

Beaver, Thos, Jermyn st, St James’s, Bookseller. May 17 at 12, at 
offices of Earle, Bedford row 

Bell, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 17 at 2, at offices of 
Bousfield, Market st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Benstead. Jobn, Doddington, Kent, Farrier. May 23 at 1, at the Ship 
Hotel Faversham. Wild & Co, Ironmonger Cheapside 

Bibby, Thos, Whalley, Lancashire, Butcher. y 16 at 11, at the 
County Court oe Clitheroe. Eastham, Clitheroe 

Brashier, Hy Jas, Flaxman rd, Cold-harbour lane, Camberwell, Builder. 
May 19 at 12, at offices of Wade, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 

Brennan, Michael, Bolton, Lancashire, Provision Senior. May 24 at 10 

at offices of Richardson & Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 

aun Jas, Metropolitan Meat Market, Meat Salesman. May 23 at 11 
= the Barley Mow Tavern, Long lane, West Smithfield. aubbard, 


Burt, Wm Chas, Torquay, Devon, Auctioneer. May 22 at 12, at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Allen, Brunswick sq 
Butler, Wm, Westfield, Isle of Wight, Builder. May 19 at 11, at the 
Crown Hotel, Ryde. Hooper, N 
Chaimers, Eliza Crichton, Windsor st . May 17 at 2, at 133 
Gresham house, Old Broad st. Tether, Gt Knightrider st, Doctor’s 
comm ons 
Clayton, Thos, Hulme, Lancashire, Mechanic. May 25 at 3, at offices of 
Coulthard, Jes, Maneh, Wheelwright. 
‘oult! ‘as, heel t. May 16 at 8, at offices of Shi 
Cooper-st, Manch a ® sl 
Davies, John Hart, Gisburn, York, Clerk in Holy Orders. May 17 at 3, 
at offices of Farrington, Mosley st, Manch 
Davies, Noah, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Ironworker. May 20 at 11, 
at offices of Hunton & ogg sa Finkle st, Stockton 
Drake, Richd Lotherington, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. May 
17 at 3, at offices of Bell, Church st, West 1 
Harness Maker. May 16 at 11, at the 
Ensor, Francis, West Bre rich Statined Engineer. 
, Fr est Brom May 17 at 11, at 
2 =: wee ac Hotel, Dig h Bromwich. Jackson . 
w, Wm rk, Lodging House-keepe May 15 at 
= a offices of Wil Williamson, Newborough st, Soa Precedent 
incher, J Sea Views Ise’ of Wight, “clerk. in Hol 
“ly 3a eer ot ojer, omg” "2 Ol 


Orders, office of Hooper, Newport 
wostes, Cha, U bridge, ey May 17 17 = 3, at office of Izard 
st 


oie Win Venning ‘Sancercock, West fyweuh, Groeer. May 18 at 
1, at offices of Square, George-st, Plymouth 

Gladwin, Benj, Sheffield, Paper Merchant. May 17 at 12, at the Cutler’s 
hall, Chare st, Sheffield. Mellor, Sheffield 

Gray, Freak Scho, Ragely, Stafford, Apothecary, May 20at 11, at the 
Shrewsbury Arms, Rugeley. Flint, Uttoxeter 











Gray, Thos Wood, Margaret st, Limehouse; Engineer. May 28 at 12, at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, G Guildhall yd. Farnfield 

Halley, Fredk, Lady Somerset rd, Kentish town, Builder. May 22 at 2, 
at 52 Chancery lane, Tilley, Finsbury pl, South 

Handcock, Jane fi Eliz, Princes sq, Bayswater. May 17 at 3, at Willis’s 
rooms, King-st, St James’s. Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 

Hanning, Jas & Wm Worth Rowe, Manch, Tailors. May 16 at 11, at 
offices of Watts, Cooper-st, Manc 

Hanson, Richd, Farnworth, Lancashire, Carder. May 20 at 3, at office 
Ramwell & Pennington, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Hargreaves, John & Ji er aan Lpool, Jewellers. May 19 at 3, 
at office Quinn, Lord st, L 

Hartley, Walter, Rainhill, Laon, Grocer. May 17 at 3, at offices of 

Harris, Union “et, Castle st, L 

Hewlett, Jas, Northampton, Shoe ny May 23 at 12, at office 
of White, Derngate, Northampton 

—_ Philemon, Giltbrook, Notts, Coalmaster, May 15 at 2.30, at 

the George Hotel, Notts 

Hillstead, Wm John, Devonshire-rd, Forest-hill, Auctioneer’s Clerk. 
May 10 ‘at 4, at offices of Chidley, Victoria-chambers, Queen Victoriast 

Humphreys, Wm, ae ae Carnarvon, Joiner. y 17 at 12, at 
offices of Lupton, Harrington st, Lpool 

Jenkins, Jas, East Greenwich, Kent, Dairyman. May 17 at 3, at offices 
of Bristow, London st, Greenwich 

Jenkins, Thos, Llanedy, Carmarthen, Grocer. May 17 at 1, at the 
Guildhall, Carmarthen. Snead 

Johnson, Jas, Fletton, Huntingdon, Mattress Maker, May 17 at 1I, at 
the Wentworth Hotel, Peterborough. Deacon, Peterborough 

Jones, Dan, Cwmbach, Glamorgan, Butcher. May 17 at Il, at the 
County Court offices, Aberdare. Beddoe, Aberdare 

Jones, Thos Closs, Llangollen, Denbigh, Stationer. May 27 at 10, at 
office of Sherratt, Brynyffynnon Jodge, Hope st, Wrexham 

Judge, Thos Colliss & Dan! Benj Gallafent, Canterbury, Watchmakers . 
May 17 at 2, at office of Plummer & Fielding, Burgate-st 

Keeble, Jas, East Harling, Norfolk, Carrier. May 17 at 1, at office of 
Overbury, Upper King-st, Norwich 

King, Thos, New Hampton, Middx, Builder. May 22 at 2, at Offices of 
Kimber, Gt Winchester st bldgs 

Kirkhide, Thos, Leeds, Warehovseman. May 18 at 12, at offices of 
Atkinson, Bond st, Leeds 

Lacy, Lawrence, Lpool, Baker. May 16 at 2, at the Law Association 
rooms, Cook st, Lpool. Teebay & Lynch, Lpool 

Lang, John, Clevedon, Somerset, Grocer. May 17 at 11, at offices of 
Plummer, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Lawson, a Pa Leeds, Tailor. May 17 at 3, at office of Walker, 
East pa e, Leeds 

Lele” po Bath, Grocer. May 16 at 10, at office of Bartrum, 
Northumberland bldgs, Bath 

Luckin, Edwd, Lurgashall, Sussex, no business. May 19 at 1, at the 
Swan inn, Petworth. Mant, Storrington 

Mackay, Thos Miller, Jas Baines & John Taylor, Leadenhall st, 74 
owners. May 18 at 12, at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st. 
Westall, Leadenhall st 

Manners, Robt Dyet, Manch, Oil Merchant. May 18 at 2, at offices of 
Cobbett & Co, Brown st, Manch 

Meachen, Geo, Norwich, Builder. May 19 at LI, at offices of Miller & 
& Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 

Midgley, —, Keighley, York, Blacksmith. May 17 at 2, at office of 
Robinson & Robinson, North, st, one 

Miles, Thos, Chagford, Devon, Groce: May 20 at 11, at office of Cam— 
pion, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Miles, Wm, Bridgnorth, Salop, Shoemaker. May 17 at 12, at the 
Crown Hotel, Bridgnorth. Backhouse 

i ~ John, Birm. May 23 at 3, at offices of Fisher, Bennett’s hill, 


Niel Jas, Bolton, Lancashire, Grocer. May 18 at 3, at offices of Hall 
& Rutter, Acresfield, Bolton 

Parkhurst, Joseph, Southport, Lancashire, Grocer. May 19 at 3, at 
offices of Forshaw & Hawkins, Sweeting st, Lpool 

Phillips, Geo, Birm, Provision Dealer. May 17 at 3, at offices of Row- 
1 , Ann st, Birm 

Phillips, Mary, Stratford p!, Camden rd, Music Printer. May 18 at 2, 
at office of Lewis, Furnival’s inn 

Pilkington, Ezekiel & Oswald M‘Cardell, Manch, Printers. May 22 at 
4, at offices of Addleshaw, King st, Manch 

Plant, Hy, Derby, Hotel Keeper. May 17 at 1, at the Derwent Hotel, 
London st, Derby. Corbet 

Powell, Hy, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. May 16 at 4, at offices of 
Clegg, Bank st, Sheffield 

Roby, ohn Boyles, Lefevre rd, Old Ford, Stay Manufacturer. Ma 
at 2, at ay rh of Arnold & Co, Austinfriars. Mason, Symonds’ 


Ross, Wm, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Draper. May 18 at 11, at offices of 
Rosser & Phillips, Cannon st, Aberdare. | Phillips, Aberdare 
a ~ Joseph Robt, Throgmorton st, Wine Merchant. May 23at1, at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Gregson, Angel ct, Thon. 


morton 

Saunde Fredk, Gloucester rd, South Parampe som Builder. May 25 at 
3,at ces of Laurance & Oo, Old Je wry chambers 

Seotson Geo, a Pawnbroker. May 18 at 11, at offices of Bond & 


sung; Richd, Wakefield, York, Wine Merchant. May 20 at 11, at 
offices Brown & Co, Wood st, Wakefield 
Slate, Thos Edwd, Oxford st, Tottenham Court rd, Bookbinder. May 15 
Frederick st, Gray’s inn rd 
Hove, Major: . May 29 at 3, at office of 
Stucke: yy oid Steine, Brighton 
Smith, Edwd Tyrrell, Highbury Barn, Islington, Theatrical Ma: 
| od dl the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. C! oy, 
Smith ‘Matthew, Hagley, Worcester, Saddier. May 17 at 12, at offices 
of Homfray & Holberton, Upper High st, Stourbri: 
Speight, David, Adel-cum-Eccup, York, Linen Yarn leacher. May 18 
_, at 8, at offices of Ferns, Bank st, Leeds 
Saml, B xford, Grocer, Ma: wy at 2, at the Guildhall 
Tavern, London, Ingle & Co, Threadneed 
Stock, Luke, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Cabinet Maker. May 18 at 2,. 
at offices of Nalder, High st, Shepton Mallet 
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Thomas, Geo Wm, me a Isle ad Wight, Builder. May 16 at 3, 
at offices of Hooper, High st, Newpo: 
Train, John Farquhar, Notts, Draper. May 19 at 12, at 10 Dewhirst’s 
bldgs, Bradford. Everall, Notting 
Walters, Philip, Birm, Commercial Clerk. May 18 at 12, at offices of 
odgson & Son, Waterloo st, Birm 
Warden, John, Lpool, Watchmaker. May 10 at 3, at office of Shimmin, 
Lord si, Lpool. Ritson, Lpool 
White, Geo, Ash grove, Mare st, Hackney, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
May 19 at 3, at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yd. Roscoe & Co, 
King st, Finsbury sq 
Williams, John, Lpool, Bootmaker. May 19 at 3, at office of Hindle, 
Pekin-b'dgs, Harrington st, L ‘ 
Wilson, John, Barnsley, York, ch Builder. May 18 at 3, at offices 
of Newman & Sons, Church st, Barnsley 
Wood, Geo Fredk, Huddersfield, York, Fish Dealer. May 17 at 11, at 
office of Bottomley, New st, Huddersfield 
Wood, Jane & Geo Wm Doeg, Altrincham, Chester, Ironfounders. May 
10 at 3, at offices of Sudlow & Co, Mount st, Manch 
Wooodman, Wm, Spencer st, Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler. May 
23 at 12, at offices of Lovering & Minton, Gresham st. Vanderpump, 
Gray’s inn 
Weer, Joseph, Brighton, Sussex, Dairyman. May 22 at 3, at offices of 
Brandreth, Middle st, Brighton 
Tcxspar, May 2, 1871. 
Armnston, Josep Thos,<Stein house, ‘Seven ‘Sister’s rd, Upper Hollo- 
way, Builder. May 17 at 2, at office of % hall st 
Armstrong, Benj, jun, Sheffield, Farmer. May 19 at 4, at offices Sugg, 
Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield 
Armstrong, John, Sheffield, Farmer. May 19 at 4.30, at offices of Sugg, 
Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield 
Bailey, John, Sheffield, Hesier. May 22 at 4, at offices of Sugg, Fig Tree 
chambers, Sheffield 
Ball, John Cope & Wm Heath, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufacturers. May 
22 at 2, at offices of Hacker & Allen, St Edward st, Leek 
Boggon, Geo, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Printer. May 23 at 12, at 
offices of Wright, John st, Sunderland 
Botham, John, Walton, Derby, Labourer, May 22 at 2, at officesof Gee, 
High st, Chesterfield 
Bottomley, Geo, Huddersfield, York, Cabinet Maker. May 22 at 11, at 
the County Court, Huddersfield, Jones,jun, Registrar 
Bray, Joseph, Hadley, Middx, Builder, May 18 at 3, at offices of 
Harris, Borough High st, Southwark 
Brierley, Hy, Preston, Lancashire, Innkeeper. May 22 at 11, at offices 
Plant & Abbott, Cannon st, Preston 
Butcher, Richd & Richd Butcher, jun, Bury St Edmund’s Suffolk, 
Clothiers. May 23 at 12, at 145 Cheapside. Woolf, King st, Cheapside 
Capsey, Chas, Sheffield, Grocer. May 24 at 3, at the Cutlers’ hall, 
hurch st, Sheffield, Mellor, Sheffield 
Carter, Tom, Benj Carter & John ‘Lisle, Huddersfield, York, Machine 


Makers. May 22 at 11, at officesof Hesp & Co, Lockwood’s yd, 
Huddersfield 

Cohen, Hy, Houndsditch, Fancy Warehouseman. May 22 at 2, at 
offices of Murray, Gt St Helen's 


Daniel, Richd, Wetherby, York, Grocer. May 24 at 1.30, at the Three 
Legs inn, Wetherby. Coates, Wetherby 

Davies, David, Swansea, Weaver. May 22 at 2, at office ofsMorris, 
Rutland st, Swansea 

Davies, Joseph Vincent, Christchurch, Hants, Builder. May 25 at 3, 
at the Duke of Wellington inn, Christchurch. Sharp, Christchurch 

Dennis, Jas, Manch, Pawnbroker. May 24 at 3, at offices of Atkinson 
& Co, Norfolk st, Manch 

Dunn, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Auctioneer. May 18 at 12, at offices 
of Keenlyside & Foster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st, West, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Durston, Edwin Morey, Bath, Somerset, Boot Manufacturer. May 22 
12, at offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Elsey, Joseph, Edwd, Clarence rd, Holloway, Chancery Clerk. May 24 
at 2, at office of Dobie, Basinghall st 

Enderby, Naaman, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Ironmonger, May 20 at 12, 
at Warbarton’s Hotel, Newport, Urry, Ventnor 

Evans, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Quarryman. May 22 at 11, at the 
Erskine Arms Hotel, Conway. Jones, Conway 

Fairey, Jas, Middlesborough, York, Jeweller. May 18 at 12, at offices 
of Eddy & Bellringer, High st, Stockton-on-Fees. Fawcett & Co, 


Stockton-on-Tees 
May 25 at 3, at the White 


Farrance, Wm, Benenden, Kent, Farmer. 
Lion inn, Tenderden. Langham 

Francis, ;Hy, cy, Leicester, out of business. May ,29 at 12, at 
offices of Preston, Church st, Hinckley 

Freeman, John Wm, Walter Dani Freeman & Hy Chas Freeman, Broad- 
way, Deptford, Drapers. May 19 at 11, at office of Colman, Moorgate 
st. Dodd, New Broad st 

Goulding, Hy Wm, Lpool, Charcoal Dealer. May 25 at 2, at offices of 
Grocott & Browne, Hanover st, Lpool 

Gray, Wm, Handsworth Woodhouse, nr Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. 

ay 22 at 4, at offices of Binney & Son, North Church st, Sheffield 

Green, Benj, Woolwich common, Kent, Clerk.- May 24 at 4, at Lord 
Herbert Tavern, Herbert rd, Plumstead. Buchanan, Basinghall st 

Green, Wm John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Surveyor, May 15 at 12, at 
offices of Falconar, Clayton st, Neweustio-apon-fyne 

Gunston, Thos Dan) Edwd, U. 
22 at 12, at offices of Price, eants’ inn, Fi 

Halahan, Peter Augustus, Mount st, Grosvenor sq, Estate Agent. 
17 at 10, at offices of ayy be A p!, Holborn 

Hardy, Squire, Bowling, nr ford, York, out of business, May 18 at 
2, at the Victoria Hotel, Bradford 

Hargreaves, Arthur, Lawton, Chester, Innkeeper. May 22, at 2.30, at 
the Albion inn, Lawton st, Congleton. Sherratt, Talk-on-the-Hill 

Hauxwell, Hy, Richmond, York, Cattle Dealer. May 23 at 12, at offices 


of Croft, Market pl, Richmond 
Hollis, Geo, Birm, Ooal Dealer, May 24 at 11, at office of Beaton, 
Victoria bidgs, Temple row, Birm 


st, Islington, 
May 


Houghton, Chas, Cardiff, Giam » Haberdasher, 20 2 
the Cardiff Arma Hotel,Cardit ae: Te SS ab 

Hullah, Geo, Leeds, Greengrocer. May 26 at 10 at offices of Rhodes, 
Duke st, Bradford 








Jones, John, Trawsfyndd, Merioneth , Draper. May 24 at 3, atthe Home 
Trade Association rooms, York st, Manch. le & Co, Manch 

Jones, Margaret, Llandudno, Carnar von, Lodging house Keeper. May 
20 at 11, at Erskine Arms, Co:.wa y. Jones, way 

Leighton, John Hy, Hackford rd; C Japham rd, Cab Proprietor. May 
25 at 11, at offices of Pittman, Sta mford st, Black: rd 

Linsley, Geo Atha, Leeds, Pawnbrok er. May 17 at 12, at officesof Booth 


& Co, East-parade, Leeds _ 

Litchfield, Jas, Bedford, Carpenter. May 22 at 12, at office of Conquest, 
Duke st, Bedford 

Little, Herbert Weal, Bradford, York, Travelling Draper. May 24 at 4, 
at offices of Browning, Queensgate, Bradford 

Littlewood, Wm, Sheffield, Wholesale Druggist. May 20 at 12, at offices 


of Tattershall, Queen st, Sheffield 
Lloyd, Edwd Wm, Tipton, Staffor d, Frying- Manufacturer. May 


= at 12, at the Star Hotel, Horsley-heath, Tipton. Travis, West 
romwich 
Love, Thos, Trowbridge, Wilts, B oot Manufacturer. May 23 at 12, at 


offices of Abbot & Leonard, Albi on chambers, Bristol 

Lyons, Benj Barnard, Hatton gar den, Dealer in Jewellery. May 26 at 
3, at the Guildhall Tavern, Gres ham st. D, jury 

May, Hy Benj, Edmonton, Middx, Nurseryman. May 19 at 12, at office 
of Angell, King st, Guildhall yd 

McMillan, Robt, Newport, Monmouth, Draper. May 19 at 1, at the 
White Lion Hotel, Bristol. Cathcart, Newport 

Medland, John, Westwood, Wilts, Flock Manufacturer. May 23 at 2, at 
offices of Shrapnell, Tow nhali, Bradford 

Mills, John, Bath, Market, Gardener. May 20 at 2, at office of Shrapnell, 
Northgate st, Bath 

Neast, Robt, Bilston, Stafford, Corn Dealer. May 19 at 3, at offices of 
Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Nicholson, Wm Hy, Manch, Pcrtmanteau Maker. May 25 at 3, at 
Offices of Marriott & Woodhall, Norfolk st. Manch 

O’Leary, John, Lpool, Grocer. May 23 at 2, at offices of Sheen & Mar- 


tin, South John st, Lpool. Cropper, Lpool 
Paine, Edwd, Petersham, Surrey, Butcher. May 24 at 3, at offices of 


Sherrard, Clifford’sinn, Fleet st 

Parry, Thos Roberts, Cefn Mawr, Ruabon, Denbigh, Grocer. May 24 at 
12, at the Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Wrexham. Adams, Ruthin 

Pike, Wm Thos, Brighton, Newspaper Publisher. May 31 at 3, at office 
of Brandreth, Middle st, Bright on 

Pilkington, Ezekiel & Oswald M*Car dell. Manch, Printers. May 22 at 
4.30, at offices of Addleshaw, Kin g st, Manch 

Reilly, Edmd Wm, Westbury, Wilts, Licensed Victualler. May 22 at 2, 
at offices of Shrapnell, Northgate st, Bath 

Ring, Jas Chas, Brooklyn villas, King’s rd, Peckham, Builder. May 22 
at 3, at office of us, Cheapside : 

Roberts, Catherine, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon. May 22 at 11, at the 
Erskine Arms Hotel, Conway. Jones, Conway 

Roberts, Hy, Bewdley, Worcester, Draper. May 19 at 2,at the Great 
Western Hotel, Snow hill, Birm. Corbet 

Shorthouse, Maria, West Bromwich. out of business. May 30 at 3, at 
offices of Davies, Horseley heath, Tipton. , Stubbs & Fowke, birm 

Sinayberger, Adolph, Lpool. May 19 at 12, at offices of Quinn, Lord st 

I 


poo! 

Smart, Alf, Fenchurch st, Tobacconist. May 18 at 3, at offices/of Stib- 
bard & Beck, East India avenue, I.eadenhall st 

Smith, Wm & Jas Bland, Lpool, Provision Dealers. May 22 at 2, at 
office of Bellringer, North John st, Lpool 

Squibb, James, Southampton, Grocer. May 16 at 2, at office of Killby, 
Portland st, Southampton 

Thompson, Thos, Dolgelley, Merioneth, Hotel keeper. May 17 at 11, at 
the Court house, Aberystwith 

Thompson, Wm Hy, Brighton, Gent. May 26 at 3, at office of Brandreth, 
Middle st, Brighton 

Thornton, Joseph & Thos Thornton, Golcar, York, Joiners, May 17 at il 
at offices of Sykes, Market walk, Huddersfield 

Thorpe, Geo, Manch, Cloth Agent. May 29 at 3, at office of Leigh, 


Brown st, Manch 
oe Amberley wharf, Paddington. May 25 at 12, at office of 
” 
, Hauliers. May 


Gover, Old Je 

Treharne, Richd & Wm Treharne, Pentre , G 
20 at 11, at office of Sinons & Plews, C burch st, Methyr Tydfil 

Vaines, John, Sheepbridge, Derby, Beer house Keeper. May 22 at 4, at 
office of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Ward, Joseph & John Appleyard Ward, Provision Dealers. May 22 at 
12, at offices of Hooles & Tattershall, M House lane, 

Watts, Ricd, Stonehouse, Devon, Beerselier. May 24at 1, at offices of 

yes & Co, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Webb. Richd, Birm, Tailor. May 25 a t3, at offices of Maher, Upper 
Temple st, Birm 

White, Thos Isaac, Kingsbury, Middx. May 23 at 19, at office of Web- 
ster, Basinghall st 

Whiteley, John Sorman, Leeds, Cooper. May 25 at 11, at offices of 
Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Williams, Jane, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Lodging house Keeper. May 
20 at 3, at the Erskine Arms Hotel, Conway 

Wright, Francis, Clay Cross, Derby, Grocer. May 23 at 3, at office of 
Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Wright, Jas, jun, New passage, Gloucester, out of business, May 20at 
12, at offices of Barnard & Co, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Wyer, Joseph, Brighton, Dairyman. May 22 at 3, at office of Brandreth, 

iddle-st, Brighton 

ynne, Ebenezer, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Railway Porter. May 20 at 
11, at the Erskine Arms Hotel, Conway. Jones, Conway 








INE FLAVOURED STRONG BEEF TEA at 

about 24d. a pint. ASK FOR LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT 

of Meat, requiring Baron Liebig the Inventor's Signature on every 
ar, being the only guarantee of genuineness. 


py Bite WANTED, by a_ neat Copyist. 

Work turned out promptly. Twelve months ina 
Solicitors office. Would have no cujection to a Re-engegement in an 
office in town.—Address, A. M, S., 130, Clapham-road. 
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THE EAST ARGENTINE RAILWAY COMPANY 


(LIMITED). 
Incorporated under “The Companies Acta, 1862 and 1867,” and hereafter to be constituted as a Societé Anonyme, 
in accordance with the Argentine Law. 
Capital £960,000, in 48,000 Shares of £20 each, 

Of which 46,500 are now offered for Subscription at £18 per £20 Share, equal to 90 per Cent. 

DEPOSIT ON APPLICATION, £1 PER SHARE ; ON ALLOTMENT, £2 PER SHARE, ~ 
Subsequent calls for the balance of £15 per Share payable by the Subseribers not to exceed £3 per Share, at intervals of 

not less than three months. 
Interest at 7 per cent. per annum is guaranteed by the Argentine Government under the terms of the concession. 


Directors. 
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This Company is formed for the purpose of constructing and 
working a Railway, in the Argentine Republic, from the City 
of Concordia to the City of Mercedes near the Brazilian frontier, 
a distance of about 181 miles, under Concessions granted by the 
Government of the Argentine Republic. 

The principal terms of the Concessions are :—- 

i. The grant of the Railway in perpetuity. 

2. The Government guarantee interest at 7 per cent. per 
annum for the term of 40 years, upon a fixed cost of £10,000 per 
mile of railway opened for traffic. Payments by the Govern- 
ment under the guarantee to be refunded out of subsequent 
surplus profits above 7 per cent. but without interest. 

_ 3. The Kailway is divided into two sections. The first section, 
from Concordia to Montecaseros, about 95 miles in length is to 
be commenced as soon as possible, and to be constructed within 
three years from the commencement of the works. The con- 
cession authorises an extension about fifteen miles in length from 
Concordia to a point below Hervidero, but which it is not now 
proposed to construct. The Company has the right to construct 
the second section, viz., from Montecaseros to Mercedes, about 


Copies of the Memorandum and Articles of Association and of 
the Concessions, and the transfer thereof to the Company, and 
the Contracts, can be inspected at the offices of the solicitors to 
the Company. 

The Contract for construction of the Railway, Transfer of Con- 
cession, and Statutes of the intended Societe Anonyme will be 
submitted for the approval of the ArgentineGovernment. Until 
such approval! (with or without any reasonable modifications 
approved by the Directors) is obtained the works will not be 
commenced, nor any part of the capital be expended. 

Application for shares should be made in the annexed form 
and left atthe Company’s bankers, Messrs. Glyn, Mills, Currie 
and Co. . 

The deposits will be returned in full if no allotment is made 
to the applicant. If an allo'tmentis made, the deposit of £1 





85 miles in length, as soon as the first section has yielded 34 | 


per cent. on its cost. 

4. The whole of the land required for the railway, and 
stations, and works is given free of cost. 

5. The property, of the Railway is exempt from all duties or 
taxes, during the term of the guarantee. 

A contract has been entered into with the Public Works Con- 
struction Company (Limited) for the construction and equipment 
of the first section of the line, including stations, workshops, 
and rolling stock, for the sum of £10,000 per mile. The con- 
tractors engage to pay the amount of the discount of £2 per 
share as the last instalment on all the shares now offered for 


| 


subscription, also the consideration to be now paid for the con- | 


cession and other expenses, and a sum of £25,000 to cover the 


expenses of the formation of the Company and its administra- | 


tion until the completion and opening of the line. 


The contractors also engage, under the terms of the con- | 
tract, to pay during construction such amounts as, with accruing | 


income, will make up interest at the rate of £7 per cent. per 
annum on this Company’s share capital (including the discount) 
from time to time paid up. 

The Contract provides conditionally for the construction of 
the second section of the Railway on equivalent terms, but that 
section is not to be begun until required by the Company. 

The provinces of Entre Rios onl Corrientes, through which 
this Railway will run, are amongst the most fertile of the 
Argentine Republic, and are rapidly developing. In addition 
to_the passenger traffic and a large goods ic in tallow, wool, 
salt beef, hides, timber, &c., which will accrue immediately, the 
revenue of the Railway will be considerably benefited by the 
produce of the Brazilian and Banda Oriental: Provinces, which, 
for @ distance of about 90 miles, where the navigation of the 
River Uruguay is difficult and in some places impossible, will 
pass over the Railway. 

_ These circumstances justify the belief that from the first the 
line will earn a considerable dividend, and judging from the 
results which have followed the construction of every railway 
in the Republic, the revenue will after a few years be in excess 
of the guaranteed interest. 

The Buenos Ayres Gt Southern Railway yields a revenue 
sufficient to pay 9 per cent, to the Shareholders, with the prospect 
of a large further increase. Its £20 shares are quoted at 225. 


The Northern Railway of Buenos Ayres and the Central 
Argentine Railway are also making satisfactory progress. 

Che Argentine Government have always shown the greatest 
solicitude for the interests of the Railway Companies, and its good 
faith is acknowledged b 
Republic on the Stock 


xchange. 


the high price of the Bonds of the | 


per share will be applied towards the amount payable on the 
shares a!lotted. 

The deposit and subsequent payments will be liable to for- 
feiture if any instalment or call be not duly met. 

The following is a copy of the Memorandum of Association : 

1. The name of the Company is the Kast Argentine Railway 
Company (Limited). 

2. The registered Office of the Company is to be in England. 

3. The objects for which the Company isestablished are :— 

YA.) The construction and the working of a Railway in the 
Argentine Republic from the city of Concordia, or a point 
below Hervidero on the River Uruguay, in the province 
of Entre Rios, to the city of Mercedes, in the province of 
Corrientes, and all or any Branch or Extension Railways 
in connection therewith authorised by a Concession dated 
the 12th August, 1869, granted by the Government of the 
Argentine Republic, and a supplemental Concession dated 
the 20th September, 1869, and in respect whereof the said 
Government have granted Decrees dated 27th July, 1870, 
and 22nd October, 1870; and all or any modifications of 
those works and all such further works as may be author- 
ised by those Concessions, or by any Concession or Decree 
of the said Government, supplemental to or extending the 
said Concession, or authorising the execution of any public 
works in the said Republic :— 

(@) The purchase and taking of a transfer or transfers of 
the Concessions above mentioned, or any or them, or any 
others fora like purpose which the Company may decide 
to accept. 

(c.) The formation of a Societe Anonyme in the Argentine 

epublic in accordance with the first above-mentioned 
Concession or any modification thereof, and the exchange 
of all or any of the shares in the Company for shares in 
such Societe Anonyme, when constituted, and the transfer 
to such Societe of all or ad of the property, assets, rights, 
debts, and obligations of the Company. 

And the doing of all such things as are incidental or condu- 
cive to the attainment of the above objects. 

4. The liability of the Members is limited. 
5. The =" of the Company is £960,000 in 48,000 shares of 
£20 each. 

The following Deeds have been executed or one upon:— 

10th May, 1871.—Transfer between Don Pablo de Montravel 
(the Concessionaire) of the one part and the 
Company of the other part. 

10th May, 1871.—-Articles of Contract between the Public 
Works Construction Company (Limited) of 
the one part and the Company of the other 


art, 
| 10th May, 1871.—Contract between the Company of the first 
part the Public Works Construction Company 
oc won of the second pei and Samuel 
ircham (Trustee) of the third part. 








